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PURPOSE 

The purpose of this Association shall be to bring into close contact by association and 
communication lawyers, barristers and solicitors who are residents of the United States of 
America, or any of its possessions, or of the Dominion of Canada, or of the Republic of 
Cuba, or of the Republic of Mexico, who are actively engaged wholly or in part in prac- 
tice of that branch of the law pertaining to the business of insurance in any of its 
branches, and to Insurance Companies; for the purpose of becoming more efficient in that 
particular branch of the legal profession, and to better protect and promote the interests 
of Insurance Companies authorized to do business in the United States or Dominion of 
Canada or in the Republic of Cuba, or in the Republic of Mexico; to encourage cordial 
intercourse among such lawyers, barristers and solicitors, and between them and Insurance 
Companies generally. 
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The Associate Editor is reporting on the Mid-Winter Meeting 
elsewhere in the Journal. The Executive Committee worked long 
and diligently on the many knotty problems which had to be met. 


The Palm Beach members and their wives were most helpful and 
hospitable. We were pleased to have with us members from Tampa 
and Miami, as well as from the following states: New York, West 
Virginia and Michigan, who assisted us with their advice and sugges- 
tions. 


It was impossible to have our annual meeting at the Greenbrier 
Hotel at White Sulphur Springs because the response of members 
indicated that less than half of those who wished to attend ‘could be 
accommodated. As soon as that became apparent, the Committee made 
a thorough canvass for other sites. We were faced with the problem 
that most of the desirable sites were already booked for the entire 
season. This year the American Bar meeting is set for the time at 
which our Association has usually met. The desirable resort hotels will 
not accept conventions between July Ist and Labor Day. It was felt 
that mid-September, following the American Bar, would be too late 
for many of our members. We were indeed fortunate to get the exclu- 
sive occupancy of the world renowned Mt. Washington Hotel, Bretton 
Woods, New Hampshire, June 29, 30 and July 1. Responses to numer- 
ous inquiries made by the Committee indicate that it is a delightful 
spot of the type of which our membership is fond, and we can confi- 
dently expect a most pleasant and happy meeting. Members who are 
familiar with Bretton Woods assured us that late June and early July 
is a delightful time to be in that mountainous area. 


The program for the annual meeting is now being formulated. It 
will be published in the July Journal, as will be other detailed an- 
nouncements with reference to the Convention. Because of the early 
date of the meeting, it will be necessary for the July Journal to go to 
print about a month early. All committees must speed up their work. 
Their reports must be in the hands of the Editor by May Ist. 


KENNETH P. GRUBB, 
President 
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Annual Meeting Of Association, June 29 Through July 1, 1949 
The Mount Washington Hotel, Bretton Woods, New Hampshire 


HOSE of you who had planned to be 

at White Sulphur the last of August 
are no doubt surprised to learn that our 
annual meeting will be June 29, 30 and 
July Ist, 1949, at Bretton Woods, New 
Hampshire. The impelling necessity of this 
change appears in Miller Manier’s report 
of the mid-winter meeting of the Executive 
Committee. 

You will also find in his report that res- 
ervations should be made by writing to The 
Mount Washington Hotel, 18 West 55th 
Street, New York City, New York, through 
— 5th, 1949, and thereafter direct to The 

ount Washington Hotel, Bretton Woods, 
New Hampshire, all to the attention of 
Mr. J. J. Hennessy. 

From the correspondence I am receiving 
in reference to our annual meeting, I can 
assure each of you that the program being 
arranged will be excellent, and it is hoped 
that we will have a representative attend- 
ance. 


TRANSPORTATION TO AND FROM 
BRETTON WOODS 


Ernest W. Fields, 90 John Street, New 
York City, has been g enough to make 
a survey of transportation by rail. Our 
members who will drive to Bretton Woods 
will find excellent roads and attractive 
— to stop over en route. Mr. Fields’ 
etter is so informative that I am taking the 
liberty of publishing the same herein as I 
feel that after reading it you will be able 
to determine a desirable schedule. Person- 
ally, I recommend a special train leaving 
New York at 9:30 or 10:00 o’clock Tuesday 
morning, June 28th. If this is done, we will 
have the pleasure of a pre-convention get 
together and a most enjoyable trip. If 125 
reservations are made on this train and 
Ernest Fields is notified without delay, he 
will be able to make definite arrangements 
and advise members desiring to take this 
train that accommodations have been made 
for them without any delay and uncer- 
tainty. 

I am advised that those of our members 
who desire to travel via Boston will find 
adequate train accommodations. Informa- 
tion in reference to transportation via Bos- 
ton will appear in the July issue of the 
Journal which should be in the hands of 
the members the early part of June. 


Mr. Fields’ letter is in part as follows: 
“New York to Bretton Woods— 

Leave New York 8:45 p.m. Daylight 
Time, Pullman, arriving Bretton Woods 
8:00 a.m. Daylight Time. 

Note: This train leaves from Pennsyl- 
vania Station and reservations are to be 
made through the Pennsylvania Railroad, 

Leave New York 9:40 a.m. Daylight 
Time, arriving Bretton Woods 6:30 p.m. 
Daylight Time. This train leaves Grand 
Central on the New Haven Railroad, is 
called the North Wind, is a special summer 
train with coaches and Pullman. Reserva- 
tions are to be made with the New Haven 
Railroad. 

Returning— 

Leave Bretton Woods 9:30 p.m. Daylight 
Time, arriving New York 8:10 a.m. Day- 
light Time. This train runs only Friday 
nights and reservations are made with Bos- 
ton & Maine. 

Leave Bretton Woods 1:20 a.m. Daylight 
Time, arriving New York 10:20 a.m. Day- 
light Time. Above note applies to this 
train, both Pullman and coach service. 

These are the regular summer trains and 
reservations somewhat difficult. Also, they 
cannot accommodate too many people. For 
instance, the night train to Bretton Woods 
is a through train to Montreal and usually 
only has two Pullmans which cut off at 
Bretton Woods. 
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The special train would make stops at 
New Haven, Hartford and Springfield. If 
it leaves New York at 9:30, its stop at New 
Haven would be 10:50, Hartford 11:50 and 
Springfield 12:25. Anyone coming from the 
West could either arrive in New York on 
the usual morning trains on the 28th and 
leave here on the — train, or they 
could go to Springfield and board the spe- 
cial train at that point. 

There is a problem whether to run a re- 
turning special train. The above return 
schedule would seem to take care of those 
who might be leaving because many people 
will be staying at Bretton Woods over the 
weekend, and also many of us expect to go 
up to The Balsams for the weekend, so not 
so many would be leaving there on Friday 
or Saturday as would be arriving on Tues- 
day evening or Wednesday morning.” 


DAVE McALISTER, WASHINGTON, 
PENNSYLVANIA 


It is with deep regret that your editor 
announces to the membership the resigna- 
tion of Dave McAlister, of Washington, 
Pennsylvania, as secretary of our Associa- 
tion. Dave has served us as secretary since 
the resignation of Dick Montgomery, of 
New Orleans. Dave has given to the As- 
sociation and its work his time and talents 
without reservation. The growth of the 
Association has materially increased the 
work of the secretary. Dave has discharged 
the duties of his office promptly and effi- 
ciently. We are deeply indebted to Dave 
McAlister for his work in behalf of the 
Association and regret that increasing de- 
mands of the law compelled his resignation. 


JOHN A. KLUWIN 
First Wisconsin National Bank Building 
MILWAUKEE 2, WISCONSIN 


In behalf of your Executive Committee 
I am happy to announce that Mr. John A. 
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Kluwin, of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, has been 
designated by them to fill the unexpired 
term of Dave McAlister, resigned. Mr. Klu- 
win has spent several days with Dave Mc- 
Alister and Mrs. Mary Greenawalt, Dave's 
very efficient secretary, in Washington, 
Pennsylvania, familiarizing himself with his 
new duties. All communications heretofore 
addressed to Dave McAlister should now be 
addressed to Mr. Kluwin. 


In introducing Mr. Kluwin to you, I am 
sure you will be interested to know: He 
was born at Oshkosh, Wisconsin, Septem- 
ber 16, 1907, graduate of the Marquette 
University Law School; received LL.B. de- 
gree, and was admitted to the Wisconsin 
Bar in 1930; is a member of the Milwaukee 
County, Wisconsin State, and American 
Bar Associations; member of the Board of 
Governors of the Wisconsin State Bar As- 
sociation; member of Sigma Nu Phi and 
Beta Phi Theta Fraternities, and Milwau- 
kee Athletic Club; a member of the law 
firm of Bendinger, Hayes & Kluwin; is 
associate Professor of Law at Marquette 
University, teaching torts. His wife is No- 
reta M. Kluwin, and he has six children, 
Mary Ann, John, Robert, William, Thomas 
and Michael. 

I feel that the Association is fortunate in 
having John Kluwin assume this impor- 
tant post, and I am sure he can count on 
the full cooperation of the membership. 


REPORTS OF 
STANDING COMMITTEES 


Copy for the July issue of the Journal 
will be closed as of May Ist; hence commit- 
tee chairmen and committees whose re- 
ports will appear in the July issue must 
be in the editor’s office by May Ist. It is 
important that the membership have your 
reports for consideration prior to our an- 
nual meeting in June. 





22nd Annual Convention 
THE MOUNT WASHINGTON HOTEL 


BRETTON Woops, NEw HAMPSHIRE 
June 29, 30, July 1, 1949 
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The Midwinter Meeting of the Executive Committee 


By MILiter MANIrkER, Associate Editor 
Nashville, Tennessee 


The Mid-Winter meeting of the Execu- 
tive Committee was held at the Palm Beach 
Biltmore Hotel, Palm Beach, Florida, on 
February 21-24, 1949. 

All members of the Executive Committee 
except Franklin J. Marryott and J. A. 
Gooch were in attendance. They were both 
badly missed and all the members were in 
hopes, up until the beginning of the gen- 
eral meeting, that the doctor would give his 
approval for Franklin Marryott to make 
the trip. He had been confined to his bed 
with a transient illness. 


Committee Meetings 


February 21, 1948 was given over to sub- 
committee meetings with especial reference 
to the Journal and the Finance and Budget 
Committee, both of which were in session 
for hours and came into the general meet- 
ing with well npn 9 out plans and recom- 
mendations in each instance. 


It was your reporter’s observation that 
this method of sub-committee work was 
most advantageous and allowed the real 


problems in each instance to be more con- 
cisely presented and studied than has here- 
tofore in some Executive Committee meet- 
ings been the case. 


General Meeting 


The first general session of the Executive 
Committee was called to order by the Presi- 
dent, Kenneth P. Grubb, promptly at 9:00 
A. M. on the morning of February 22, 1949, 
at which time reports were submitted by 
various officers, new applications for mem- 
bership were distributed for study and later 
voting by the members of the Committee, 
and the study of the all-important question 
of “when and where” the 1949 annual meet- 
ing would be held was started. 


Secretary's Report 


The report of the Secretary showed that 
at the 1948 annual meeting in San Fran- 
cisco in the late summer of that year the 
Association had a total membership of one 
thousand three hundred and ninety-seven 
(1,397) members, that since that date we 
had lost eight (8) members through known 
deaths, there had been seventeen (17) res- 
ignations, twenty three (23) members had 
been dropped from the rolls of membership 


in accord with the by-law provisions for 
non-payment of dues, three (3) members 
had been reinstated, and twenty-five (25) 
new members had been elected, making the 
total membership as of February 22, 1949, 
one thousand three hundred and seventy- 
seven (1,377). ‘ 

A statement of the expenses of the Secre. 
tary’s office was submitted and approved. 


Our Departed Friends 


This reporter felt keenly his own great 
personal losses as he read the names of 
those of our members who have passed on 
since the 1948 annual meeting and is sure 
that his feelings were shared by all who 
were present and that it is only proper to 
list the names of these men, many of whom 
have given of their best talents to the build- 
ing of the Association and all of whom had 
hosts of friends among our members: 


Oliver R. Beckwith—Hartford, Connecti- 
cutt 

Wilbur E. Benoy—Columbus, Ohio 

William Butler—New York City, New 
York 

S. B. Cantey, Jr.—Fort Worth, Texas 

George T. Hambright—Lancaster, Penn- 
sylvania 

Lon O. Hocker--St. Louis, Missouri 

Charles A. McCoy—Lake Charles, Louisi- 
ana 

Charles N. Orr—St. Paul, Minnesota 


Treasurer's Report 


Forrest S. Smith, the Treasurer, gave his 
report, which showed that the finances of 
the Association are in sound shape. The 
en was fully approved. The President 
advised that the Finance and Budget Com- 
mittee was working on its report and would 
have certain suggestions to make which 
might require constitutional amendments, 
but this report would be made at a later 
session. 

In connection with the Treasurer's report 
J. Harry LaBrum and the Treasurer re- 
ported on the work of a special committee 
composed of themselves, which had been 
working on the problem of Tax Exemp- 
tions on dues. 

J. Harry LaBrum moved that the com- 
mittee’s report be approved and the Secre- 
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tary, David I. McAlister be authorized to 
execute and file in the name of the Asso- 
ciation the petition for exemption which 
the committee had prepared, which motion 
was seconded by Forrest S. Smith and was 
unanimously adopted. 


The Journal Committee’s Report 


Wayne E. Stichter, Chairman of the Jour- 
nal Committee, gave the report of that com- 
mittee, which recommended, among other 
things: 


Articles for The Journal 


1. The Editor is requested to try to get 
former contributors to bring their articles 
up to date, the selection of the former con- 
tributors and articles to be brought up to 
date to be left to the discretion of the 
Editor. 

2. Ernest Fields was requested to work 
with the home offices of insurance com- 
anies to get them to cooperate towards 
Loving their trial attorneys, submitting 
briefs on unusual and interesting points, 
to prepare articles on the questions in- 
volved for the Journal. 

3. That each member of the Executive 
Committee obligate himself to secure four 
articles within twelve months from this 
date for publication in the Journal; the 
articles preferably to be prepared by mem- 
bers other than the Executive Committee. 

4. That each member of the Executive 
Committee write and follow up at least 
fifteen members of the Association in ter- 
ritory to be assigned to him by the Chair- 
man of the Journal Committee, requesting 
and soliciting articles from their respective 
fifteen members, sending blind copies of 
each letter written to the member selected 
by liim in his territory to the Chairman of 
the Journal Committee. This not to be 
applicable to the four home office counsel 
members of the present Executive Commit- 
tee but those four members will each select 
at least fifteen prospective contributors 
from whom to solicit contributions to the 
Journal, and copies of their letters of solici- 
tation shall be sent to the Chairman of the 
Journal Committee. 


All of the above recommendations of the 
Journal Committee were adopted, and each 
member present pledged himself to his 
parts of the task. 

The consensus of opinion of all the mem- 
bers of the Executive Committee and the 
Editors of the Journal was to the effect that 
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the Journal Editors at all times should have 
a backlog of good and suitable articles for 
publication, that the Association has un- 
told ability for the production of suitable 
articles for publication, that the burden of 
interesting the membership in contributing 
to the Journal should be-on the members 
of the Executive Committee, rather than 
as in the past, the actual writing of the 
articles by them. 

The desire was also expressed that the 
members without solicitation should send 
in short articles to the Editor concerning 
actual and unusual experiences of their 
own in the actual trial or preparation for 
trial of cases. 


Distribution of Journal 


The Editor had explained to the Journal 
Committee before its report was prepared 
that he was constantly deluged with re- 

uests by law school libraries, university 
libraries, and many associations and organ- 
izations to be allowed to purchase copies 
of the Journal and that he had made it a 
practice, as he had no authority to make 
such sales, to decline such requests. 

The Journal Committee recommended 
that the distribution of the Journal be lim- 
ited as follows: 

1. Each member of the Association in 
good standing will be furnished with one 
copy of the Journal as a part of his mem- 
bership. 

2. Additional copies of the Journal will 
be furnished to members in good standing 
at $1.50 per copy. 

3. The Editor may furnish the Journal 
to duly organized college of law libraries 
and university libraries at $5.00 per year, 
i.e., four issues, or $1.50 per single copy. 

4. The Editor may furnish to the home 
office of insurance companies one of whose 
home office legal ie is a member 
in good standing of the Association, the 
number of copies desired at $5.00 per year, 
i.e., four copies, or $1.50 per single copy. 

5. The Editor may furnish the Insurance 
Society of New York and the Surety Asso- 
ciation of America and such other associa- 
tions or societies composed of insurance 
companies or their executives as may be 
approved by the Editor and the Journal 
Committee, with a copy of each issue of 
the Journal at the rate of $5.00 per year, 
i.e., four copies, or $1.50 per single copy. 

The above recommendations of the Jour- 
nal Committee were unanimously adopted. 
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Binder for Journals 


George W. Yancey, the Editor of the 
eereane had arranged for the permanent 

inding of eight (8) issues per bound vol- 
ume of the Journal. The binding arrange- 
ments, in black buckram with gold title, 
make an extremely attractive book for mem- 
bers’ libraries, and the Executive Commit- 
tee authorized the Editor to accept orders 
for the binding of past issues, eight (8) to 
a bound volume at a cost of $4.00 per 
bound volume, the member purchasing 
such bindings to furnish the Editor with 
the copies of the issues to be bound, deliv- 
ered at the purchaser’s expense at the Edi- 
tor’s office in Birmingham, Alabama. 


In this connection the Editor has on hand 
back issues of practically all issues of the 
ournal since its first publication in April, 
1934, except July, 1934, and April, 1946, 
and the Executive Committee authorized 
the Editor to supply members with copies 
of such back issues, as long as they are avail- 
able, at a cost of $1.50 per copy or $5.00 
for any four (4) copies desired. 


When and Where 


This was the real problem confronting 
the Executive Committee. It was an- 
nounced at the San Francisco meeting in 
1948 that the Greenbrier Hotel at White 
—- Springs, West Virginia, would be 
glad to have us for the 1949 annual meet- 
ing August 18-20, 1949, and we were all 
overjoyed to return to that delightful spot. 

The invitation, however, was extended to 
us by the Greenbrier Hotel via telegram to 
San Francisco, and apparently neither we 
nor its management realized that since we 
last met there our membership had in- 
creased several hundred and that the fame 
of the good times we have had at the Green- 
brier had spread far beyond those members 
who had attended our meetings there. 


The Greenbrier Hotel was in the last 
analysis only willing to _ us a maximum 
of 450 reservations, predicated on the basis 
of 225 rooms (two to a room), and, of 
course, there are a few members like unto 
the reporter who still indulge in single 
blessedness, and his and their attendance 
would usurp the prerogative of some wife 
who also desired to attend. 

The indication was that 450 reservations 
would not likely be anywhere near ade- 

uate, and so, under direction of the Execu- 
tive Committee, the Secretary as you know, 
circularized the entire membership as to 
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reservations for the Greenbrier Hotel for 
August 18-20, 1949. 

The result was astounding and the re. 
plies of those members who definitely re. 
quested reservations for the 1949 annual 
meeting at the Greenbrier, including reser. 
vations for wives, members of families and 
guests, totaled as of the last of January, 
1949, one thousand one hundred and twen. 
ty (1,120). 

While your reporter realized the acumen 
and ability of the members of the Execu- 
tive Committee before attending the Mid. 
Winter meeting and more each day while 
he sweated out many problems with them, 
not even they could be expected to get 
1,120 guests into 450 reservations at the 
Greenbrier. 


As your Executive Committee knew the 
real desires of the membership to hold the 
1949 annual meeting at the Greenbrier, 
every effort was made by telegram, long 
distance and in every other conceivable way 
to get the Greenbrier Hotel to agree to 
increase its allotment of reservations for us, 
even to the extent of using parked Pullman 
cars on its sidings; but the answer was 
“no.” The Greenbrier wanted us but want- 
ed to give us what it had previously given 
us, “de luxe service” in the Greenbrier 
fashion, or preferred not to have us this 
year. 

There were others, however, who were 
definitely interested in entertaining us and 
who had sent representatives to meet with 
the Executive Committee, and at the open- 
ing session possible places for the 1949 
meeting were discussed, and one representa- 
tive of a fine hotel which could house us 
and on dates which were satisfactory was 
heard and quizzed at length. 

It was apparent, however, that the time 
and place of the 1949 annual meeting was 
the Committee’s primary problem, and it 
was decided that the situation was so seri- 
ous that the Executive Committee would 
necessarily have to hold a night session on 
the first day of meeting, which was done 
and which lasted until 1:30 A. M. on the 
morning of February 23, 1949. 

During the afternoon and well after ad- 
journment at 1:30 A. M. February 23, 1949, 
your President and President-Elect, L. Dun- 
can Lloyd, and one or two others were on 
long distance searching for suitable avail- 
able locations at suitable times for the 1949 
annual meeting. 

The word got out among hotel owners 
that we were in a quandary, and represent- 
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atives of a number of fine hotels, at which 
anyone would be delighted to meet, put in 
their appearances, and all told the Com- 
mittee interviewed representatives of five 
of the finest resort hotels in this country, 
and on February 23, 1949, came out of its 
dilemma with what appears to be a superb 
selection, so it is— 


Tue Mount WASHINGTON HOTEL 
Bretton Woods, New Hampshire 
June 29-July 1, 1949 


The arrivals by train to Bretton Woods, 
New Hampshire, are primarily in the after- 
noon, and in order to arrive for the open- 
ing session of the meeting on June 29, 1949, 
it will be necessary for our train farers to 
arrive on June 28, 1949. 


The Mount Washington Hotel can house 
approximately five hundred of us in its 
own hotel and has a working arrangement 
with the Crawford House ten (10) minutes 
away with excellent accommodations and 
continuous cab and automobile transporta- 
tion between the two, which will take care 
of any overflow. 

Overflow or not, all of us will be fed at 
the Mount Washington Hotel and will 
have all the facilities of the Mount Wash- 
ington Hotel at our disposal. 

The rates are American Plan $15.00 per 
day single occupancy with bath, $12.00 per 
day single occupancy without bath, and 
$13.00 per person per day with bath for 
double occupancy. 


Reservations 


Reservations should be made by address- 
ing The Mount Washington Hotel, 18 West 
55th Street, New York City, New York, 
through June 5, 1949. Thereafter reserva- 
tions should be addressed to The Mount 
Washington Hotel, Bretton Woods, New 
Hampshire. All requests for reservations to 
either address should be made, Attention: 
Mr. J. J. Hennessy. 

A description of The Mount Washington 
Hotel will be found elsewhere in this issue 
of the Journal, but as we all know from 
news articles on world meetings held at 
Bretton Woods, New Hampshire, Bretton 
Woods is located in the White Mountains 
of New Hampshire, and this reporter is re- 
liably informed and believes that it must 
be one of the most delightful spots in our 
whole country. 

We have been assured excellent golf fa- 
cilities, swimming, tennis, horseback rid- 
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ing and all the other usual entertainment 
facilities of our best resort hotels. 

All checks by and reports made to the 
Executive Committee assures you of a most 
delightful time in a wonderful surround- 
ing if you attend the 1949 annual meeting. 


Finance Committee Report 


The meeting on February 24, 1949, was 
given over entirely to the discussion of the 
finances of the Association and the ado 
tion of the budget for the year 1949. 


It is well known by all of us that practi- 
cally the sole income of the Association is 
from membership dues of $12.00 per mem- 
ber per year, which with a present mem- 
bership of 1,377 gives an anticipated total 
income for 1949 of approximately $17,000. 


The Finance Committee had prepared, 
after hours of study, a full and complete 
budget for 1949, which when presented, far 
exceeded the anticipated revenue of the As- 
sociation for this period, and hours were 
spent in paring the suggested budget to 
equal the anticipated income with the final 
result of adopting a budget which exceeds 
the estimated income of the association for 
the year 1949 by $3,900.00 and some meth- 
od had to be found to make up this antici- 
pated deficit. 

As we all know, none of the officials of 
the Association are paid any remuneration 
for their services, and only the Secretary’s 
office, the Treasurer’s office and the Editor 
of the Journal’s office have any allowances 
for clerical help, and these allowances are 
held to a minimum. 

The four major items of the budget are 
the clerical help allowances for the Secre- 
tary’s and the Treasurer’s offices, the ex- 
pense of publishing the Journal, the ex- 
pense of the Mid-Winter Executive Com- 
mittee meeting, and the expense of the an- 
nual meeting and the division to each is 
somewhere near comparative. 

All of us who have attended previous 
meetings know and realize that the enter- 
tainment furnished by the Association to 
those in attendance at its annual meetings 
is one of the reasons that our Association 
has prospered as it has. Heretofore all of 
that expense has come from our annual 
dues, and there has been no registration fee 
to members or guests. 

It was the opinion of the Executive Com- 
mittee, and this reporter thinks wisely so, 
that with the adopted budget exceeding 
the Association’s anticipated income for 
1949, that a portion of the convention en- 
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tertainment expense should be paid by 
those in attendance, and after much discus- 
sion, it was decided that there should be a 
registration fee of $10.00 charged to each 
member registering. 


Proposed Constitutional Amendments 


You will find elsewhere in this issue of 
the Journal certain proposed Constitution- 
al amendments. The reason for the same 
seem sound to your reporter. They have to 
do only with a practical problem of ad- 
ministration. 


Heretofore our fiscal year has run from 
August | to July 31 of each year, our yearly 
dues have run from January | to December 
31 of each year, and our Treasurer’s term 
of office has run from the date of the an- 
nual meeting, at which he is elected, to the 
date of the next annual meeting, with most 
annual meetings having been held late in 
each summer. 


This has resulted in the incumbent Presi- 
dent’s spending about one-fifth of our an- 
nual income on his annual meeting and 
leaving his successor to pay the expenses of 
the incumbent President’s annual meetin 
during the successor’s tenure in office; an 
with the Treasurer elected at each annual 
meeting taking over in the middle of the 
Association’s fiscal year. 

As you will note, the proposed Constitu- 
tional amendments are aimed at remedying 
these anamolies and make the fiscal year 
of the Association coincide with the Treas- 
urer’s term of office and the dues paying 
date to coincide with the Association’s fis- 
cal year, or in other words, under the pro- 
posed amendments, the fiscal year of the 
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Association will run from November | to 
October 31; the Treasurer’s term of office 
will run for the same period; and annual 
dues will be due and payable on November 
1 of each year for the next ensuing 12 
months. 

A motion was also unanimously passed 
making the President-Elect an ex-officio 
member of the Finance Committee. 

The session held on February 24, 1949, 
in which the finances of the Association 
were thoroughly discussed, and the budget 
was adopted, was so lengthy that the meet- 
ing adjourned before a vote could be taken 
on new applications for membership which 
were pending, but those applications will be 
immediately voted upon by mail as is the 
general custom throughout the year, when 
the Executive Committee is not in general 
session. 

The Executive Committee is deeply in- 
debted to the two Palm Beach members of 
the Association, Messrs. R. K. Lewis and 
Robert L. Earnest, their wives and associ- 
ates, for the many courtesies which they 
extended to all of us, and it would be the 
height of ingratitude if this reporter did 
not express the appreciation of the Execu- 
tive Committee, which the reporter heard 
each of them personally express, of the at- 
tendance at the meeting of Judge and Mrs. 
Arthur Powell, of Atlanta, Georgia; Mr. 
and Mrs. Raymond N. Caverly, of New 
York City, New York; Milo Crawford and 
his daughter and her husband, Mr. and 
Mrs. Brandt, of Detroit, Michigan; Mr. and 
Mrs. Robert Shackleford, of Tampa, Flori- 
da; Mr. and Mrs. Stanley Morris, of Charles- 
ton, West Virginia, all of whom were with 
us at the Palm Beach Biltmore. 
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Notice of Proposed Amendments to By-Laws of International 
Association of Insurance Counsel 


At the present time the budget year, the 
membership year and the terms of officers 
all differ. ‘This causes confusion and brings 
about much difficulty in budgeting and ac- 
counting. Therefore the Executive Com- 
mittee believes it advisable to change the 
fiscal year of the Association from August 
|-July 31 to November 1-October 31, and 
to make the membership year and the term 
of office of the Treasurer coincide with the 
new fiscal year. In addition to other ad- 
vantages, this will permit the Treasurer to 
make an annual audited financial state- 
ment to all the members of the Association 
to be published each year in the April is- 
sue of the Journal. An interim financial 
statement will be made at each annual 
meeting. 

To carry out the proposed changes, the 
following amendments to the By-Laws are 
recommended by the Executive Committee: 

Amend Sections 1, 2 and 3, Article V, to 
read as follows: 


“Sec. 1. Each applicant shall tender 
with his application an admission fee of 
Fifteen Dollars ($15.00). If such appli- 
cant is elected to membership his dues 
as a member shall begin on November 1 
next following his election. 

“Sec. 2. Beginning November 1, 1949,, 
each member shall pay to the Association 
Twelve Dollars ($12.00) dues for the pe- 
riod beginning November J of each year 
and ending the following October 31, 
payable November I of each year in ad- 
vance, which sum shall include subscrip- 
tion of the member to the Association 
Journal, which is Five Dollars ($5.00) 
per year. 

“Sec. 3. Any member who shall be in 
default on March I of any year in the 
payment of dues, shall be promptly noti- 
fied thereof by registered mail sent to 
such member at his address as shown on 
the Treasurer’s records. Unless such mem- 
ber shall pay such dues within thirty 
days after such notification he shall be 
automatically dropped from membership 
in the Association. 


Amend Section 3, Article VI, to read as 
follows: 

“Sec. 3. In the year 1948 the President, 
President-Elect, Vice Presidents, Secre- 
tary and Treasurer, and in each subse- 
quent year the President-Elect, Vice Pres- 


idents, Secretary and Treasurer shall be 
nominated and elected, in the manner 
hereinafter provided by the Association 
at its annual meeting. The terms of the 
officers so elected, with the exception of 
the Treasurer, shall begin at the close of 
such annual meeting and end at the close 
of the next succeeding annual meeting, 
or at such time as their respective succes- 
sors shall have been elected and qualified. 
The term of office of the Treasurer shall 
begin on November I following his elec- 
tion and end on October 31 of the follow- 
ing year, or at such time as his successor 
shall have been duly elected and quali- 
fied.” 

Amend Section 1, Article VIII, to read 

as follows: 


“Sec. 1. At the first session of the 1948 
annual meeting of the Association the 
President shall appoint a nominating 
committee of five members of the Asso- 
ciation, which committee shall make and 
report to the Association, nominations 
for the offices of President, President- 
Elect, two Vice Presidents, a Secretary, a 
Treasurer, and members of the Execu- 
tive Committee to succeed those whose 
terms will expire at the close of such an- 
nual meeting and to fill vacancies then 
existing; other nominations for the same 
offices may be made from the floor. At 
the first session of each subsequent an- 
nual meeting the like procedure shall be 
followed for filling the offices of Presi- 
dent-Elect, two Vice Presidents, a Secre- 
tary, a Treasurer and members of the 
Executive Committee, and for filling va- 
cancies then existing; except that the 
term of office of the Treasurer shall com- 
mence on November I of each year fol- 
lowing his election at the annual meeting 
and end on October 31 of the following 
year, or at such time as his successor ts 
duly elected and qualified.” 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
By-Laws that the undersigned will present 
the above recommended amendments to 
the By-Laws for approval at the annual 
meeting of the Association to be held at 
The Mount Washington Hotel, Bretton 
Woods, New Hampshire, on June 29, 30, 
and July 1, 1949. MILTON A. ALBERT 

J. Harry LaBruM 
Forrest S. SMITH 
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The Right of Subrogation Under the Federal Tort Claims Act 
By M. A. ALBERT 


Assistant Secretary and Attorney New Amsterdam Casualty Company 
Baltimore, Md. 


I. IS the purpose of this paper to con- 
sider some of the not-too-familiar pro- 
visions of the Federal Tort Claims Act and 
to gather together for review and reference 
the cases which have been decided since its 
passage touching on the right of an insurer, 
as subrogee, to bring suit against the Unit- 
ed States under the Act. 


The Federal Tort Claims Act is found 
as Title IV of the Legislative Reorganiza- 
tion Act of 1946,’ which having been agreed 
on in the Senate June 10th, and passed by 
the House of Representatives on July 25, 
was signed by the President August 2, 1946. 


In considering Title IV Congress found 
it necessary to decide how the large num- 
ber of tort claims brought before it each 
year could best be dealt with. Probably the 
principal reason for the passage of this com- 
prehensive and far-reaching legislation was 
the shifting from the Congress of the bur- 
densome and expensive task of passing 
upon the increasingly large number of 
claims for damages on account of injury to 
person and property brought before it each 

ear. 
’ Duffy, D. J., has stated well the need for 
such a law in Wojciuk v. United States’: 


“Congress was greatly burdened by the 
large number of claims, based upon al- 
leged negligence by employees of the fed- 
eral government, presented at every Con- 
gressional session. Senators and Repre- 
sentatives were forced to spend on these 
multitudinous claims an amount of time 
disproportionate to their relative impor- 
tance. When the Legislative Reorganiza- 
tion Act of 1946, 60 Stat. 812, was passed, 
Title IV thereof was the Federal Tort 
Claims Act. Members of Congress un- 
doubtedly sighed in relief over the shift 
of the burden of determining the merits 
of such negligence claims to the federal 
courts.” 


The Act is divided into four parts. Part 
one has to do with the short title and defi- 


*Public Law No. 601, 79th Congress 2d Sess. 60 
Stat. at Large 812, Sec. 131 Approved 8/2/46; 
Amended (Sec. 410 (a) Public Law 324 80th Con- 
gress 8/2/47. 

*"Wojciuk v. United States, 74 F. Supp. 914 at 
page 916. 


nitions; part two deals with administrative 
adjustments of one thousand dollars or less; 
part three with suits and part four con. 
tains provisions which are common to parts 
two and three. 

“Federal Agency” is defined as including 
“the executive departments and independ. 
ent establishments of the United States, and 
corporations whose primary function is to 
act as, and while acting as, instrumentali- 
ties or agencies of the United States, wheth- 
er or not authorized to sue and be sued in 
their own names: Provided, that this shall 
not be construed to include any contractor 
with the United States.” 

“Employee of the Government” includes 
officers or employees of any Federal Agen- 
cy, members of the military or naval forces 
of the United States, and persons acting on 
behalf of a Federal Agency in an official 
capacity, temporarily or permanently in the 
service of the United States, whether with 
or without compensation. 

“Acting within the scope of his office or 
employment,” in the case of a member of 
the military or naval forces of the United 
States, means acting in the line of duty. 

Administrative adjustment of tort claims 
against the United States involving 
$1,000.00 or less can be made by virtue of 
jurisdiction conferred upon the head of 
each Federal agency to settle any claim for 
money only, accruing after January 1, 1945 
on account of damage to or loss of property 
or on account of personal injury or death, 
caused by the negligent act or omission of 
any employee of the Government while act- 
ing within the scope of his office or employ- 
ment, under circumstances where the Unit- 
ed States, if a private person, would be 
liable to the claimant for such damage, loss, 
injury, or death, in accordance with the law 
of the place where the act or omission oc- 
curred. The acceptance of such an award 
is final and conclusive and constitutes a 
complete release of any claim, not only 
against the United States but also against 
the employee whose act or omission gave 
rise to the claim. 

Part 3 of the Act has to do with suits 
against the United States. It is stated that: 


“The United States district court for 
the district wherein the plaintiff is a resi- 





April, 1949 


dent or wherein the act or omission com- 

lained of occurred, including the Unit- 
ed States district courts for the territories 
and possessions of the United States, sit- 
ting without a jury, shall have exclusive 
jurisdiction to hear, determine, and ren- 
der judgment on any claim against the 
United States, for money only, accruing 
on and after January 1, 1945, on account 
of damage to or loss of property or on 
account of personal injury or death 
caused by the negligent or wrongful act 
or omission of any employee of the Gov- 
ernment while acting within the scope of 
his office or employment, under circum- 
stances where the United States, if a pri- 
vate person, would be liable to the claim- 
ant for such damage, loss, injury or death 
in accordance with the law of the place 
where the act or omission occurred. Sub- 
ject to the provisions of this title, the 
United States shall be liable in respect of 
such claims to the same claimants, in the 
same manner, and to the same extent as 
a private individual under like circum- 
stances, except that the United States 
shall not be liable for interest prior to 
judgment, or for punitive damages. Costs 
shall be allowed in all courts to the suc- 
cessful claimant to the same extent as if 
the United States were a private litigant, 
except that such costs shall not include 
attorneys’ fees.” 


By Public Law 324 effective August 2, 
1947 (80th Congress Ist Sess.) it is newly 
provided that in death actions, where the 
law of the place where the act or omission 
complained of occurred, provides, or has 
been construed to provide for damages only 
punitive in nature, the United States shall 
be liable for actual or compensatory dam- 
ages, measured by the pecuniary injuries 
resulting from such death to the persons, 
respectively for whose benefit the action 
was brought, in lieu thereof. 


As in the case of Administrative settle- 
ments a judgment constitutes a complete 
bar to any action against the employee of 
the government whose act or omission gave 
rise to the suit. 

If claim has already been presented to a 
Federal agency, no suit may be brought 
upon it unless the Federal agency has made 
final disposition of the claim but the claim- 
ant may, upon fifteen days’ notice in writ- 
ing withdraw the claim and commence suit 
thereon, and provided further that the suit 
shall not be instituted for a sum in excess 
of the amount claimed from the Federal 
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agency, unless newly discovered evidence 
has increased the claim. 

Procedure under the Act follows the 
Civil Practice rules adopted by the Act of 
June 19, 1934,’ and the same provisions for 
counterclaim and setoff, for interest upon 
judgments, and for paymént of judgments 
are applicable as in cases brought in the 
United States District Courts under the 
Tucker Act of March 3, 1887.* 

Final judgments in the District Courts 
are subject to review by appeal in the Cir- 
cuit Courts of Appeals or in the Court of 
Claims. The provisions of Sections 239 and 
240 of the Judicial Code, as amended, ap- 
ply as to certeriorari and certification of 
questions to the United States Supreme 
Court. 

The Attorney General is authorized to 
arbitrate, compromise or settle any claim 
after suit has been instituted provided he 
has the consent of the court in which the 
proceedings are pending. 

It is important to bear in mind that the 
Act contains a short statute of limitations. 
Claims are barred unless within one year 
after the claim accrued or within one year 
after the date of the Act (August 2, 1946) 
whichever is later, it is presented in writ- 
ing to the proper Federal agency if it is for 
a sum not exceeding $1,000.00 or unless ac- 
tion is begun in the proper District Court 
as provided. If claim for not exceeding 
$1,000.00 is presented to a Federal agency 
the time to institute suit is extended for a 
period of six months from the date of mail- 
ing of notice to the claimant by such Fed- 
eral agency as to the final disposition or 
frem the date of withdrawal of such claim 
as described above. 

The Act, although covering torts arising 
out of negligence of a government em- 
ployee, contains certain specific exceptions. 
The Act does not apply to any claim: 


a. Based upon an act or omission of an 
employee of the government who is exer- 
cising due care in the execution of a stat- 
ute or regulation whether or not it be 
valid, or upon the exercise of or a failure 
to exercise a discretionary duty. 

b. Arising out of the loss, miscarriage 
or negligent transmission of letters or 
postal matter. 

c. Based on the assessment or collec- 
tion of a tax or customs duty or a deten- 
tion of goods by a customs officer or any 
other law enforcement officer. 


*48 Stat. 1064 
*24 Stat. 505. 
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d. Upon causes for which a remedy is 
provided by the Act of March 9, 1920, 
(U. S. C. Title 46, Secs. 741 to 752 inc.) 
or the Act of March 3, 1925 (U. S. C. 
Title 46, Secs. 781 to 790 inc.) relating 
to claims and suits in admiralty against 
the United States. 

e. Arising out of the act or omission 
of any employee of the Government in 
administering the provisions of the Trad- 
ing with the Enemy Act, as amended. 

- Based upon the imposition of a 
quarantine. 

g- Based upon injury to a vessel while 
passing through the Panama Canal. 

h. Arising out of assault, battery, false 
imprisonment, false arrest, malicious 
prosecution, abuse of process, libel, slan- 
der, misrepresentation, deceit, or inter- 
ference with contract rights. 

i. For damages caused by the fiscal op- 
erations of the Treasury or the regula- 
tion of the monetary system. 

j- Arising out of the combatant activi- 
ties of the military or naval forces, or the 
Coast Guard during the time of war. 

k. Arising in a foreign country. 

l. Arising from the activities of the 

Tennessee Valley Authority. 


Provision is made in the Act itself for 
attorneys’ fees. Any Court, agency or the 
Attorney General may as part of the judg- 
ment, award, or settlement determine and 
allow reasonable attorneys’ fees which, if 
the amount recovered is $500.00 or more 
must not exceed ten per cent, or if suit is 
brought, twenty per cent of the amount 
recovered to be paid out of but not in 
addition to the amount of judgment, award, 
or settlement, to the attorney representing 
the claimant. Violation of this provision 
by any attorney is a misdemeanor and he 
shall be subject to a fine of not more than 
$2,000.00 or imprisonment for not more 
than one year, or both. 

Beginning on the date of the enactment 
of the Act, the authority of any Federal 
agency to sue and be sued in its own name 
is not to be construed to authorize suits 
against such Federal agency on any claims 

ich are cognizable under the Act. Reme- 
dies, therefore, provided by the Act are 
exclusive. 

All provisions of law authorizing any 
Federal agency to determine or adjust a 
claim are repealed, if the claim accrued 
after January Ist, 1945. All of the statutes 
repealed are specifically set out in the Act. 
It is added, however, that nothing in the 
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Act shall be deemed to repeal any provision 
of law authorizing any Federal agency to 
consider or adjust any claim not arising out 
of the negligent or wrongful act or omis. 
sion of an employee of the Government. 

Many cases have been before the Courts 
since this Act became effective. Of special 
interest to us are those cases which have 
had to do with the right of an Insurer, as 
subrogee, to bring suit against the United 
States under the Federal Tort Claims Act. 

It will be seen from these cases that the 
Government contends that the Federal Tort 
Claims Act waives the sovereign immunity 
of the United States to suits only by per- 
sons who have been injured with respect to 
themselves or their property and does not 
authorize suits against the Government by 
plaintiffs based on derivitive causes of ac- 
tions, that is to say by assignment or subro- 
gation, and that therefore suits by or for 
the benefit of subrogees are not permissible. 

It contends that the Anti-Assignment Act 
is still law and must be given force and ef- 
fect. The pertinent provisions of the Anti- 
Assignment Act’ are: 


“All transfers and assignments made of 
any claim upon the United States or any 
part or share thereof, or interest therein, 
whether absolute or conditional and 
whatever may be the consideration there- 
of, and all powers of attorney, orders or 
other authority for receiving payment of 
any such claim or any part or share there- 
of, except as provided in Section 204 of 
this title, shall be absolutely null and 
void unless they are freely made and exe- 
cuted in the presence of at least two at- 
testing witnesses, after the allowance of 
such claim, the ascertainment of the 
amount due, and the issuing of a war- 
rant for the payment thereof.” 


The Courts have been anything but uni- 
form in their decisions on cases which have 
been before them involving these points. 
Much confusion and uncertainty has re- 
sulted as will be seen from the review of 
the cases which follow. 

The score at the moment, February 5, 
1949, looks like this: 

The District Courts of four States’ have 
decided in favor of the right of subrogation 


*31 USCA, Sec. 203. 

*Maryland—Grace, Et Al v. U. S., 76 F. Supp. 174. 
New York—Town of Amherst v. U. S., 77 F. Supp. 
80; Niagara Fire Insurance Co. Et Al, v. U. S., 76 
F. Supp. 850. Virginia—Insurance Co. of N. A. Vv. 
U. S., 76 F. Supp. 951. Wisconsin—Wojciuk v, U. S., 
74 F. Supp. of; Forrester v. U. S., 75 F. Supp. 272. 
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and from those decisions no appeals appear 
to have been taken: 

1. Maryland. 

2. New York—Southern and Western 

Districts. 

3. Virginia—Eastern District. 
4. Wisconsin—Eastern District. 

Three District Courts’ have held against 
the right of subrogation and from their de- 
cisions no appeals have apparently been 
taken: 

1. Michigan—Eastern District. 
2. Montana—Great Falls Division. 
3. Texas—San Angelo Division. 


Four Circuit Courts of Appeals’ have re- 
versed District Courts and have decided in 
favor of the right of subrogation: 


1. California: 9th Circuit; appeal from 
Southern District. 
2. New Jersey: 3rd Circuit; appeal 
from District Court of N. J. 
3. New York: 2nd Circuit; appeal from 
Eastern District. 
4. Ohio: 6th Circuit; appeal from 
Southern District. 
One Circuit Court of Appeals’ has af- 
firmed a District Court's finding for the 
right of subrogation: 


1. South Carolina: 4th Circuit; appeal 
from Eastern District. 
One Circuit Court of Appeals” has re- 
versed a District Court and has found 
against the right of subrogation: 


1. Texas: 5th Circuit; appeal from 
Amarillo District. 


The United States District Court for the 
District of Massachusetts, in two cases,” de- 
cided only on the question of whether the 
insurance company, as subrogee, had a 
right to bring suit in its own name. 


*Michigan—McCasey, Et Al, v U. S., Civil No. 
5991, D.C.E.D.; Reagon, Et Al v. U. S., Civil No. 
6120 D.C.E.D. Montana—Cascade County v. U. S., 
15 C. C. H. Negligence Cases 1141. Texas—Bewick 
v. U. S., 74 F. Supp. 730. 

*‘California—Employers’ Fire Insurance Co. v. 
U. S., 167 Fed. (2) 655; New York Underwriters 
Insurance Co. v. U. S., 15 C. C. H. Negligence Cases 
961; National American Fire Insurance Co. v. U. S., 
16 C. C. H. Negligence Cases 483. New Jersey— 
Yorkshire Insurance Co., Et Al, v. U. S., 16 C.C.H. 
Negligence Cases 412. New York—Aetna Casualty 
and Surety Co. v. U. S., 170 Fed. (2) 469. Ohio— 
Old Colony Insurance Co. v. U. S,. 168 Fed. (2) 931. 

‘South Carolina—U. S. v. S. C. State Highway 
Dept., 16 C. C. H. Negligence Cases 513. 

*Texas—U., S. v. Hill, Et Al, 30 C. C. H. Auto- 
mobile Cases 912. 

“Massachusetts—Gray, Et Al, v. U. S., 77 F. Supp. 
869; Norwich Union Fire Insurance Co. v. U. S., 
29 C. C. H. Automobile Cases 976. 
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Perhaps some day the United States Su- 
preme Court will give us the final answer. 
A review of the cases follows. 


Old Colony Insurance Company v. The 
United States of America, United States 
District Court, Southern ‘District of Ohio, 
74 Fed. Supp. 723, June 17, 1947; reversed 
June 2, 1948, C. C. A, Sixth Circuit, 168 
Fed. (2) 931. 


After satisfying the claim of its insured 
under a collision policy the insurance com- 
pany brought a subrogation action against 
the United States under the Federal Tort 
Claims Act. The United States filed a mo- 
tion to dismiss “on the grounds (among 
others) that the Act does not authorize the 
maintenance of suits upon derivitive 
claims.” Upon consideration of the motion 
the court found that it was well taken and 
decreed that the action be dismissed at the 
plaintiff's costs. 

From the District Court’s decision Old 
Colony appealed. 

The United States Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals, Sixth Circuit No. 10,598 June 2, 1948 
reversed and remanded the District Court's 
decision. 

The Court said: 


“The Act does not limit the meaning 
of the word ‘claimant’ to one who has 
sustained damage to his property and 
we are not justified in reading such limi- 
tation into it. To do so would be tanta- 
mount to amendment by us of the stat- 
ute, a function which of course is not 
ours. 

“If Congress had intended to exclude 
subrogees from the benefits of the Act it 
could readily have included them in the 
list of twelve specified exemptions. 

“The doctrine of subrogation as ap- 
plicable here is simply this: That the 
plaintiff having discharged its obligation 
under the contract of insurance became 
subrogated to all the rights of Elliott (the 
insured) against defendant which grew 
out of the collision. The doctrine is en- 
forced for the purpose of doing substan- 
tial justice.” 

* * . 


Bewick v. United States of America, 
U. S. District Court, Northern District of 
Texas, San Angelo Division, Oct. 22, 
1947, 74 Fed, Supp. 730. 


The Lloyds Insurance Company, alleg- 
ing that it was a subrogee of C. S. Bewick, 
brought an action to recover for damages 
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paid Bewick whose automobile had been 
damaged by an officer of the United States 
Army. The Government filed a motion to 
dismiss grounded on the proposition that 
the Tort Claims Act is for the benefit of 
the citizen and is so restricted, that assign- 
ment is not permitted under the Act and 
that subrogation is of the same nature. The 
court granted the Government’s motion to 
dismiss. 

While the Bewick case was being con- 
sidered in the San Angelo Division, the 
District Court for the Amarillo Division 
was deciding another case involving the 
same point, and reached the opposite con- 
clusion. That case is: 


Hill, Et Al, v. United States of Ameri- 
ca, U. S. District Court, Northern District 
of Texas, Amarillo Division 10/17/47, 
74 Fed. Supp. 129. 


In the Hill case the plaintiffs alleged that 
an Army truck negligently collided with 
their automobile. Three of the plaintiffs 
claimed personal injuries and the State 
Farm Insurance Company alleged a subro- 
gation claim for damage to the vehicle. The 
Government filed a motion to dismiss the 
subrogation claim on the ground that the 
Federal Tort Claims Act did not authorize 
the maintenance of suits upon derivitive 
claims and further that the suit was pro- 
hibited under the Anti-Assignment Act,” 
which provides that all assignments of 
claims against the Government are null and 
void unless freely made and executed in 
the presence of at least two witnesses, ac- 
knowledged by the person making them be- 
fore an officer having authority to take ac- 
knowledgments of deeds and certified by 
the officer. 

The court held that since, under the laws 
of Texas, if the defendant were an indi- 
vidual instead of the Government, the sub- 
rogation claim could be maintained, that 
the Government was suable in this case. It 
held further that the purpose of the Anti- 
Assignment Act was protection of the Gov- 
ernment, and with all parties before the 
court the United States would be fully pro- 
tected under the judgment. 

From that decision the United States ap- 
pone and the case came to be heard be- 
ore the Court of Appeals for the Fifth Cir- 
cuit. That court has reversed the District 
Court in 


United States of America, sapehent. 
v. Hill, Et Al, Appellees, United States 


31 USCA, Sec. 203. 
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Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit, 
No. 12,261 Dec. 17, 1948, 30 C. C. H, 
Automobile Cases 912. 


In this panes the United States attacked 
only the judgment obtained below by the 
Insurance Company. It asserted that the 
Federal Tort Claims Act gives the Insur- 
ance Company no actionable claim as sub- 
rogee and that the Anti-Assignment Act 
forbids such a judgment. 

The court held that it could not be 
doubted that the Insurance Company, if 
the United States were not the defendant, 
would under the law of Texas be entitled 
to a judgment such as was rendered by the 
court below. That the terms of the Tort 
Claims Act, if considered alone, would be 
broad enough to include the Insurance 
Company as a claimant by way of partial 
subrogation. 

But the court went on to say that the 
Tort Claims Act makes no express provi- 
sion for claims arising by subrogation or 
other kind of transfer and does not in any 
way repeal or modify the Anti-Assignment 
Act or infringe its ancient policy. 


“The Anti-Assignment Act is still law 
and must be taken into account. The 
evident purpose is to protect the ascer- 
tainment and allowance of claims, in and 
out of court, against the splitting of 
them, against the multiplication of claim- 
ants and against the complexities and un- 
certainties that might arise from disputes 
among the original claimant and those 
claiming under them. 

“* * * In the instant case because of 
the Anti-Assignment Act subrogation 
cannot work against the United States, 
the Government is entitled to an ascer- 
tainment of its liabilities unembarrassed 
by the existence or consequences of insur- 
ance. The court should have rendered 
several Paces against the United 
States for the full damage inflicted on 
each person injured, ignoring the claim 
asserted by the State Farm Insurance 
Company.” 


In a dissenting opinion Judge Hutcheson 
has this to say: | 


“* * * Swallowing whole and with no 
apparent difficulty the camel of the Gov- 
ernment’s liability under the Tort Claims 
Act for the full amount of the damages, 
the opinion strains at the gnat of the 
Anti-Assignment Act. The result is to 
place form above substance by ordering 
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a reversal not because the judgment 
awards more money against the United 
States than is due by it but because the 
judgment in one play awarded money 
directly to the persons entitled to it in- 
stead of by double play to Mrs. Hill of 
the whole and from Mrs. Hill to the In- 
surance Company of the part of the re- 
covery to which it is entitled. * * * In 
deciding in this case that the Anti-Assign- 
ment Act has application, the majority 
has not only gone counter to the view of 
every other circuit court of appeals which 
has considered the question (Old Colon 
case, 6th Cir.; Employers Fire case, 9t 
Cir.; Aetna Casualty case, 2nd Cir.) but 
has gone counter to the concession made 
in Yorkshire Insurance Co. v. United 
States (3rd Circuit, Nov. 5, 1948) that the 
Anti-Assignment Act does not preclude 
the suit.” 
* * * 


Wojciuk, Et Al, v. United States of 
America, United States District Court, 
Eastern District of Wisconsin, 74 Fed. 
Supp. 914, December 3, 1947. 


In the Wojciuk case, Wojciuk was the 
owner of an automobile which was dam- 
aged by a United States Army truck. The 
Shelby Mutual Casualty Company had sat- 
isfied the claim of its insured for the 
amount of the repair bill, less $50.00, and 
became subrogated to Wojcuik’s rights to 
that extent. Suit was brought against the 
United States under the Act. The Govern- 
ment moved to dismiss the complaint of 
the insurance company on the ground that 
the Act did not authorize a suit by a subro- 
gee or an assignee. As further grounds for 
dismissal it alleged that the Anti-Assign- 
ment statute declares void any assignment 
of claims against the United States. The 
court denied the motion to dismiss declar- 
ing that it could find nothing in the Act 
to justify the contention of the Govern- 
ment that a “claimant” as used in the stat- 
ute should be limited by construction to 
those originally sustaining the damage, In 
addition the court found that the Anti- 
Assignment Act applied only to voluntary 
assignments of demands against the Gov- 
ernment and that it was not intended to 
embrace subrogation and other cases where 
a transfer of title had occurred by opera- 
tion of law. 

- * * 


Forrester v. United States of America, 
United States District Court, Eastern Dis- 
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trict of Wisconsin, 75 Fed. Supp. 272, 
December 30, 1947. 


In Forrester v. U. S. A. the court reached 
the same conclusion as was reached in the 
Wojciuk case. However, in that case the 
State Farm Auto Insurance Company hav- 
ing paid Forrester, pursuant to the terms 
of a collision policy assigned to him the 
right and interest which it had received by 
subrogation. The United States moved to 
dismiss on the grounds that the plaintiff 
was not the real party in interest and that 
the action was barred by the Anti-Assign- 


ment Act. The motion was denied. 
. * * 


Town of Amherst, Et Al, v. United 
States of America, U. 8. D. C. West, N. Y., 
Jan. 21, 1948, 77 Fed. Supp. 80. 


In the suit brought by the Town of Am- 
herst and its insurer, General Insurance 
Company, action was brought against the 
United States for damage done to an auto- 
mobile owned by the Town and driven by 
its police lieutenant when it was struck by 
a truck owned by the United States and 
driven by a radio engineer of the Civil 
Aeronautics Administration. After trial 
and while a decision was still pending the 
United States moved for an order striking 
the name of the General Insurance Com- 
pany as not being a proper party plaintiff. 
The court granted the motion to reopen 
but concluded that there was no merit to 
the contention that the insurer subrogee 
had no right to bring suit under the Act 
since the insurer was a real party in interest. 

But when the case of 


Aetna Casualty and Surety Company v. 
United States of America, 76 Fed. Supp. 
333, Jan. 14, 1948, 170 Fed. (2) 469, Re- 
versed and remanded Nov. 4, 1948 


came before the Court for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of New York that court reached a dif- 
ferent conclusion. In that case one Vam- 
bell, employed by the Federal Reserve 
Bank, was injured near the loading plat- 
form of the Post Office Building as the re- 
sult of the negligence of the Post Office 
Department employees. The Aetna paid 
Vambell workmen’s compensation and then 
sought to recover from the United States 
under the Tort Claims Act. The Govern- 
ment claimed that the Act does not permit 
suit by a subrogee, but only by a direct 
claimant. The court said: 


“What counts under the Act is the spe- 
cific grant by Congress to a specific per- 
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son of the right to bring a specific form 
of action against the government, which, 
were it not for that statute would be 
barred. * * * A subrogee cannot sue at all 
unless he brings his suit clearly within 
the statutory description and this the 
plaintiff has failed to do. The motion to 
dismiss is therefore granted.” 


From that decision the Aetna appealed 
and the case came before the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. 
That Court reversed the District Court, 
holding that the plaintiff (insurance com- 
pany) was the only real party in interest 
and that the Government’s additional de- 
fense that the action was barred by the 
Anti-Assignment Act must be denied. 

Following these District Court decisions 
in the cases of Town of Amherst (Western 
District of New York) and Aetna Casualty 
(Eastern District of New York) came the 
decision by District Judge Medina of the 
Southern District of New York in the 
cases of: 


Niagara Fire Insurance Company, Et 
Al, and Commissioners of the State Insur- 
ance Fund v. The United States of Ameri- 
ca, 76 Fed. Supp. 850, March 22, 1948. 


The Niagara Fire and the State Insur- 
ance Fund cases were argued together as in 
each case the substantial question presented 
for decision was whether or not the Federal 
Tort Claims Act is available to subrogees. 
The Niagara case involved the subsidiary 

uestion of the applicability of the Anti- 

ignment Act and whether or not the 
plaintiffs were the real parties in interest. 

The Niagara case arose out of an acci- 
dent which occurred when a United States 
Army airplane, piloted by a commissioned 
Army officer on a non-combatant flight 
collided with the Empire State Building in 
New York City. The suit involved property 
damage to the Empire State Building and 
to property of various tenants of the Vin- 
cent Astor Building which was also dam- 
aged. 

a the Commissioners’ case the plaintifis 
were proceeding in behalf of three persons 
who allegedly sustained personal injuries 
in the Empire State Building crash. Em- 
pire State, Inc., owner of the building, car- 
ried Workmen’s Compensation Insurance 
in the State Fund at the time of the acci- 
dent. Each of the injured employees elected 
to take compensation and the State Insur- 
ance Fund became subrogated to their 
rights when they failed to sue within one 
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year from the date of the accident. Action 
was originally brought on behalf of four 
other persons, who had instituted separate 
actions by their own attorneys. It was held 
as to them that they were the real parties 
in interest and defenses based on that claim 
were sustained. (Commissioners v. U. §., 
72 Fed. Supp. 549.) 

So much for background. The burden 
of the Government’s position was that the 
Federal Tort Claims Act is not in terms 
applicable to subrogees, that statutes in 
derogation of sovereignty are always strict- 
ly construed and that subrogees should not 
be included by implication or inference. 

Medina, D. J., in a well considered opin- 
ion in which he found for the plaintiffs 
said: 


“Whatever may be the case with legis. 
lation on other subjects, there is every 
reason to suppose that this particular 
statute (The Federal Tort Claims Act) 
was the result of the most skillful and 
deliberate draftsmanship and that in its 
final form it was the culmination of years 
of patient effort. As indicated by the 
title to the Section (Sec. 931) it covers 
two distinct but allied subjects, jurisdic- 
tion on the one hand and liability on the 
other. * * * The clear import of the lan- 
guage is to include the case of subrogees. 
There is no ambiguity whatever. Noth- 
ing need be read in by implication. * * * 
Accordingly, the plain meaning of the 
words of the statute, the intention of the 
Congress as manifested in its legislation 
on other allied and analogous subjects, 
the historical background of the Act it- 
self and the reasons which led to its en- 
actment, all point in the same direction. 
Section 931 must be deemed to have con- 
ferred upon the appropriate district 
courts jurisdiction to entertain and deter- 
mine the claims of subrogees. This con- 
clusion would seem also to dispose of the 
defenses to the effect that plaintiffs are 
not the real parties in interest. * * *” 


As to the Government’s contention that 
the complaint in the Niagara case should 
be dismissed because of the terms of the 
Anti-Assignment Act Judge Medina quoted 
with approval Judge Duffy who in Wojciuk 
v. United States, 74 Fed. Supp. 914 E. D. 
Wis., said: 


“* * * The anti-assignment statute ap- 
plies only to voluntary assignments of 
demands against the government. It was 
not intended to embrace subrogation and 
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other cases where a transfer of title has 
occurred by operation of the law.” 
. * 7 


Cascade County, Montana, Et Al, v. 
United States of America, United States 
District Court of Montana, Great Falls 
Division, No. 993, 2/25/48, 15 C. C. H. 
Negligence Cases 1141. 


Cascade County, Montana, and its in- 
surer the Home Insurance Company of 
New York, on behalf of itself and seventy- 
one other insurance companies similarly 
situated, brought action under the Federal 
Tort Claims Act against the United States 
for loss of property of the County which 
was destroyed by fire after an Army bomber 
crashed into it. The insurance companies 
claimed rights of subrogation to the extent 
of the payments made by them to the 
County. 

The United States moved to dismiss as to 
the insurance companies upon the grounds, 
(a) that the Federal Tort Claims Act does 
not provide a remedy for a claim based 
upon the subrogation rights and prohibits 
the prosecution of such a claim by a subro- 
gee, and (b) that the action was in conflict 
with and prohibited by the provisions of 
the Assignment of Claims Act. 

The court finding in favor of the Gov- 
ernment held that in the Federal Tort 
Claims Act the United States consented to 
be sued on account of damages or loss to 
property caused by negligence of employees 
of the United States; that a cause of action 
was granted to the owner of the property 
because of his ownership; that it accrued 
in its entirety immediately upon the dam- 
age or loss of the property and by reason 
thereof, and that the measure of the dam- 
age was the value of the property damaged 
or destroyed. It was held that no loss was 
sustained by the Insurance Company be- 
cause of the negligent destruction of the 
property, but that its loss, if any, was be- 
cause of the contract entered into between 
itself and the owner of the property, and 
that no right of action under the State law 
accrued to the Insurance Company until it 
made ~— under its contract to the 
insured. It was also held that the subroga- 
tion was an assignment such as is prohibited 
by the Assignment of Claims Act, since it 
Was not, in the court’s opinion, an involun- 
tary assignment by operation of law. 

* * * 

_ Grace, Et Al, v. United States of Amer- 

ica, U. S. District Court, District of Mary- 

land, 76 Fed. Supp. 174, March 5, 1948. 
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Plaintiffs brought this action against the 
Government to recover for damages to their 
truck caused by the alleged negligence of 
a government employee in the operation of 
a peep. The damage amounted to $780.00. 
The plaintiff carried collision insurance in 
the Grangers Mutual Insurance Company. 
The insurer paid the plaintiff $680.00, the 
amount of the loss less $100.00 deductible. 
The action was brought by the plaintiffs 
“to their own use and to the use of the 
Grangers Mutual Insurance Company.” 

The United States earnestly contested li- 
ability for the balance of the monetary 
damage to the truck over $100.00 because it 
had been paid by the insurer. It maintained 
that the Federal Tort Claims Act waives the 
sovereign immunity of the government to 
suits only by persons who have been in- 
jured with respect to themselves or their 
property and does not authorize suits 
against the Government by plaintiffs based 
on derivitive causes of actions for instance 
by assignment or subrogation, 

District Judge Chestnut in his opinion in 
that case said: , 


“The court assumes, without the neces- 
sity of deciding in this case, that derivi- 
tive claims as such are not authorized by 
the Act. In other words, the proper plain- 
tiff in suits under the Act is the person 
who has been damaged by the alleged 
tort of the government's agent, and there- 
fore the suit can properly be filed only by 
that person. When the suit is brought by 
the injured party, however, there is noth- 
ing in the Act to preclude joining, as an 
equitable plaintiff, a party who as subro- 
gee is entitled to some part or the whole 
of the proceeds of recovery. The govern- 
ment is in no way prejudiced by a suit 
in that form.” 

. . * 


The South Carolina State Highway De- 
partment, Et Al, v. United States of 
America, U. S. District Court, E. D., 
South Carolina, June 15, 1948, 78 Fed. 
Supp. 594-598. 


This action is based upon a collision of 
the Nicarauga Victory, a vessel owned by 
the United States, with a bridge spanning 
the Cooper River in Charleston Harbor. 
The ship was anchored above the bridge 
and as a result of a heavy wind storm and 
ebbing tide dragged her anchor and drift- 
ed into the bridge, knocking out several 
spans. The bridge at the time was operat- 
ing under a toll collection system. Suit was 





Page 86 


brought against the United States to recov- 
er damages for physical injury to the bridge 
and loss of revenue during the period when 
traffic was cut off. The state carried insur- 
ance for damage to its property as well as 
use and occupancy insurance and collected 
from the insurance companies various 
amounts on both policies. The insurance 
companies joined in this suit with the High- 
way Department to the extent of their pay- 
ments, claiming that they were entitled to 
subrogation. The matter came before the 
court on the government’s motion to dis- 
miss the insurance companies as improperly 
joined and not having the right to act as 
parties plaintiff. 

The court held that by weight of rea- 
soned authorities and by a sense of common 
fairness and justice the insurance compa- 
nies were entitled to become plaintiffs “in 
their own right and names” and refused the 
Government's motion to dismiss. 

From that decision the United States a 
pealed and on December 29, 1948 the Court 
of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit affirmed 
the opinion of the District Court. See: 


United States of America, a 
v. The South Carolina State Highway De- 
partment, Et Al, Appellees, 16 C. C. H. 
Negligence Cases 513. ’ 

The appeal presented two questions for 
consideration: (1) whether the damage to 
the bridge was due to the fault in the op- 
eration of the vessel, and (2) whether the 
insurance companies could recover in the 
case as subrogees. The court below found 
and the Circuit Court of Appeals agreed 
that the damage to the bridge was caused 
by the negligence of the Government and 
I will not attempt a discussion of the facts 
which led the courts to that conclusion. 
We are interested here especially in their 
finding on the Government’s second con- 
tention, i.e., whether the insurance com- 
panies could recover as subrogees. The 
Court speaking through Parker, C. J., said: 


“It is argued that although a subro- 
gated insurer falls squarely within the 
language of the statute, he should not be 
accorded its benefit, since it is a statute, 
waiving sovereign immunity and should 
be strictly construed. In our opinion, 
however, this would be to limit the mean- 
ing of the statute without sense or reason 
and to write into it an exception foreign 
to its entire spirit and purpose, which 
was to relieve Congress of the burden of 
dealing by private acts with tort claims. 

“Bills to reimburse insurance compa- 
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nies for losses sustained as the result of 
torts of federal employees have just as 
much merit and cause just as much trou. 
ble to Congress as bills to reimburse the 
party originally injured; and there was 
just as much reason to give the courts the 
power to pass upon one class of claims as 
upon the other.” 


The Government further contended that 
to permit suits by subrogees would result 
in the splitting of causes of action and in 
denying to the United States the right to 
set-off and counter claim provided {or by 
28 Stat. 1346 (c); and for this reason Con- 
gress could not have intended to authorize 
suits by or in behalf of subrogees. But the 
court said that it could see nothing in this 
argument to justify its ignoring the plain 
words of the Tort Claims Act. 

So far as the right of set-off and counter 
claim is concerned the rights of the subro. 
gee cannot rise above those to whose rights 
he has been subrogated. (United States v. 
Munsey Trust Co., 332 U. S. 234.) 


The Government further argued that 
since two of the insurance companies in- 
volved were foreign insurance companies 
they should not be entitled to recover. But, 
as the Court pointed out, there is nothing 
in the Tort Claims Act which would justify 
denying the fundamental justice involved 
in the equity of subrogation to a foreign 
insurer. 

If Congress had intended any such thing 

rovision certainly should or would have 

en made to that effect. The Act contains 
no provisions limiting its benefits to citi- 
zens of the United States. The Government 
cited 28 USCA 261, which provides that 
aliens who are citizens or subjects of any 
government which accords to citizens of the 
United States the right to prosecute claims 
against such government shall have the 
privilege of prosecuting claims against the 
United States in the Court of Claims. Suits 
under the Tucker Act are governed by this 
requirement.” So also are suits under the 
Public Vessels Act, which contains an ex- 
press reciprocity provision.” 

The Suits in Admiralty Act like the Tort 
Claims Act, contain no such reciprocity re- 
quirement. Alien libellants sue under the 
Suits in Admiralty Act without plea or 
proof of reciprocity.” There would appear 
to be no more reason to require compliance 
with the reciprocity requirement under the 

*"Choromi v. U. S., 28 Fed. (2) 913. 


“46 USCA 785. 
*Lauro v. U. S., 2nd Cir., 162 Fed. (2) 32. 
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Tort Claims Act than under the Suits in 
Admiralty Act. 

Finally the Government contended that 
recovery by the insurance companies as sub- 
rogees is forbidden by the Anti-Assignment 
Statute. But the court found against that 
defense holding that that statute has ref- 
erence only to voluntary transfers or assign- 
ments of claims against the United States 
and not to transfers by operation of law or 
to equitable subrogation. ss 

udge Parker, it seems to me, dismissed 
all of the Government’s contentions with 
good sound reasoning when he said: 


“The Government has very properly 
decided to waive immunity and subject 
itself to suit for the wrongs committed 
by its agents and servants, with certain 
definite exceptions, just as though it were 
a private person or corporation. Where 
an insurance company has indemnified 
the injured person for the loss that he 
has sustained because of the wrong, there 
is no reason in law or in common sense 
why it should not be subrogated pro 
tanto to the rights of the injured party, 
just as though the suit were against a 
private person. It is inconceivable that 
the fact that the injured party has insur- 
ance should affect his right to recover 
in tort against the government, or that 
the recovery should not go to the insurer 
to the extent that it has reimbursed the 
injured party rather than to the latter. 
Certainly, it could not have been intend- 
ed either, that recovery for a loss be de- 
nied because the injured party has been 
prudent enough to insure against it or 
that recovery be allowed where the in- 
surer has paid the loss except for its 
reimbursement.” 

* + * 

Employers’ Fire Insurance Co., Et Al, 
v. United States of America, United States 
District Court, Southern District of Cali- 
fornia, 74 Fed. Supp. 669, July 28, 1947. 


A United States Army airplane while en- 


and stock in trade of the restaurant and 
had made an adjustment as to their liabili- 
ty for $9,100.00. Motion was filed for leave 
to intervene in the suit against the United 
States claiming that by virtue of the pay- 
ment made to the parties plaintiff in the 
action they had been subrogated, pro tanto, 
to said plaintiffs’ rights. The District Court 
denied the motion to intervene on the 
ground that the Federal Tort Claims Act 
does not expressly grant consent to suit by 
subrogees, and that consent of the govern- 
ment to be sued being a relinquishment of 
sovereign immunity, the Act must be strict- 
ly construed. From that finding the Insur- 
ance Companies appealed. See: 


Employers’ Fire Insurance Co., Et Al, 
Appellants, v. The United States of 
America, Appellees, United States Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals, 9th Circuit, 167 
Federal Reporter (2) 655. 

Judge Orr, speaking for the court, said: 

“We are persuaded that a proper con- 
struction of 28 USCA, Sec. 203 permits 
the institution of an action against the 
United States and the right to intervene 
in a pending action by a subrogee * * *. 

“The United States District Courts are 
given jurisdiction to render a money 
judgment ‘on any claim’ against the 
United States ‘on account of’ property 
damage or loss or personal injury or 
death caused by the negligence of gov- 
ernment employees acting in the scope of 
their authority ‘under circumstances 
where the United States, if a private per- 
son, would be liable to the claimant for 
such damages * * * in accordance with 
the law of the place where the act or 
omission occurred.’ The words of the 
Act indicate a clear and sweeping waiver 
of immunity. 

“In the Federal Tort Claims Act, Con- 
gress, though granting jurisdiction gen- 
erally to the Federal Courts to render 
judgment on ‘any claim,’ designated 
twelve categories of claims in which the 


gaged in training maneuvers, crashed into Federal Tort Claims Act was not meant 
a building in which a restaurant business to apply. Claims of subrogees were not 
was being conducted. The crash resulted included therein. Had Congress intended 
in the death of Tillie Rusconi, one of the to exclude subrogated claims, it would 
proprietors of the restaurant, destruction have undoubtedly designated them as 
of the restaurant’s stock and fixtures, and one of the categories which the Act was 
damage to the building. The owners of the not meant to cover. 

building, the Administrator of the estate of “The narrow construction urged by 
Tillie Rusconi and others instituted an ac- the Government finds no basis in the leg- 
tion against the United States under the islative history of the Federal Tort 
Tort Claims Act. Five Insurance Compa- Claims Act, nor in a comparison with 
nies had issued policies covering fixtures analogous federal legislation. 
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“* * * Tt does not seem reasonable to 
suppose Congress intended to transfer 
the — of determining original claims 
to the Federal Courts and to retain for 
itself the determination of claims of sub- 
rogees. 

“The Government finally seeks to in- 
voke the limitation of the Anti-Assign- 
ment Act. That Act has reference only 
to voluntary assignments of claims 
against the United States and not to 
transfers of title by operation of law. The 
order denying appellants’ motion for 
leave to intervene as parties plaintiff is 
reversed.” 

See also the case of 

New York Underwriters Insurance 
Company v. United States of America, 
U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals, 9th Cir- 
cuit, 15 CCH Negligence Cases 961 


in which the Court on authority of the 
Employers’ Fire Insurance Company case 
decided on the same date, also reversed the 
District Court’s order denying the Insur- 
ance Company’s motion for leave to inter- 
vene. 

* * * 


National American Fire Insurance 
Company of Omaha, Appellant, v. Unit- 
ed States of America, Appellee, United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals, 9th Cir- 
cuit, Appeal from the Southern District 
of California, December 8, 1948, 16 CCH 
Negligence Cases 483. 


This was an appeal from an order of the 
District Court dismissing the appellant's 
complaint which alleged that the appel- 
lant, a fire insurance company, had insured 
a dwelling house in San Diego, California, 
against damage caused by aircraft or fire; 
that an airplane belonging to the United 
States, being piloted in a negligent manner 
by a commissioned officer in the govern- 
ment’s service, crashed into the house, dam- 
aged it and caused a fire which had de- 
stroyed it. It was further alleged that the 
proximate cause of the crash was the negli- 
gent operation of the plane; that by reason 
of the damage and pursuant to the terms of 
its policy the appellees had paid to its in- 
sured, the owners of the house, $3,800.00. 
Damages in that sum were prayed for. 

The action was brought under the Fed- 
eral Tort Claims Act. The government 
filed a motion to dismiss and that motion 
was granted on the grounds (1) that the 
complaint failed to state. a claim against 
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the government under which relief could 
be granted, (2) that the Tort Claims Act 
does not authorize the maintenance of suits 
upon a derivitive claim, (3) that the Anti. 
Assignment Act forbids such an action 
brought by an insurance company subrogee 
and assignee. 


The court on appeal found no difficulty 
with the question of the right to sue as 
subrogee and held that the court below 
erred in granting the motion to dismiss as 
to that point, referring to its previous hold. 
ing in the Employers Fire Insurance Com- 
pany case. 

Prior to the commencement of the origi- 
nal action the insureds had assigned their 
claim to the insurance company to the ex- 
tent of the amount it had paid to them. 
The court held that the assignment was 
an idle act and of no legal significance since 
the insurance company’s claim arose by 
operation of California law and that the 
claim was therefore complete and a cause 
of action in existence at the moment of 
payment. 


But the government further suggested, 
and for the first time on this appeal, that 
the problem of joinder was in the case. It 
contended that under the Tort Claims Act 
the appellant’s insured must be joined in 
the action and that unless that were done 
suit should have been brought in the name 
of the insured. This contention was made 
on the theory that the United States has 
not consented to the splitting of a cause of 
action against it under that Act; if an in- 
surance company were allowed to sue alone 
as subrogee a judgment in its favor would 
prevent the insureds or other insurers from 
recovering further damages in other suits 
on the same cause of action; that such suits 
might even be brought in several districts, 
under the provision for venue at the resi- 
dence of the plaintiff and that in addition, 
to permit separate suits by an insured and 
the insurer would present problems as to 
the Government’s right to assert any set- 
off and counter claims it might have. 


The Circuit Court of Appeals refused 
to pass on those issues since the question of 
joinder had not been raised or discussed in 
the lower court. It stated, however, that it 
regarded the Government's contentions as 
presenting an issue of sufficient impor- 
tance to require that it be raised by suit- 
able amendment of the pleadings and dis- 
posed of by the District Court and to that 
end reversed and remanded the case for 
further proceedings. 
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Yorkshire Insurance Company and 
The Home Insurance Company, Appel- 
lants, v. The United States of America, 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals, 
3rd Circuit (N. J.) 16 C. C. H. Negli- 
gence Cases 412, Rehearing denied De- 
cember 6, 1948. 


The basic facts which presented the legal 
point considered and decided in this case 
on appeal may be stated as follows: 


A property owner suffers injury to his 
property by fire through negligence of 
an employee of the United States acting 
in the course and scope of his employ- 
ment. One insurance company pays part 
of the loss to the property owner under 
a policy issued by it to him. A second 
insurance company does the same. The 
two insurance companies bring separate 
actions against the United States in the 
District Court of New Jersey claiming to 
be subrogated to the insured’s claim 
against the United States for the damage 
done to the property. 


In each of the actions in the District 
Court the United States moved for dis- 
missal on two grounds: 

a. That the Tort Claims Act was not 
to be interpreted so as to permit the en- 
forcement of rights claimed through 
subrogation. 

b. That the actions were prohibited 
by the Anti-Assignment Act 31 U. S. 
C. A. Sec. 203. 


The United States prevailed in each case 
in the District Court, the Court holding 
that the Federal Tort Claims Act: 


“does not expressly grant consent to suit 
by the subrogee of a claimant and that 
consent of the government to be sued 
being a relinquishment of sovereign im- 
munity must be strictly interpreted * * *” 


From the District Court’s decision each 
insurance company appealed, each present- 
ing identical points. The government did 
not press those defenses that it made in 
the court below and conceded that one 
claiming as a subrogee may sue under the 
Tort Claims Act and is not precluded by 
the anti-assignment statute. 

As to the government’s concession on 
a two points the Court of Appeals 
said: 


“* * * The concession seems one re- 
quired by both the wording and purpose 
of the statute.” 


But the government in this case made 
further objection on appeal on another 
ground. The force of its objection can best 
be illustrated by the following hypothetical 
case: 


Suppose a property owner suffers dam- 
age by fire to the extent of $11,000.00 
by the negligence of an employee of the 
United States. Suppose the property 
owner is insured by ten insurance com- 
panies each for $1,000.00 and each pays 
the insured the full amount of the policy 
issued by it to him. In enforcing the li- 
ability imposed by the statute is the 
United States to be subjected to eleven 
suits in possibly eleven different places? 
The property owner still has $1,000.00 
coming to him and each of the insurance 
companies is subrogated to the extent of 
$1,000.00 against the tort feasor. 


There is no doubt but that it would 
be an incongruous result if one tort pro- 
ducing one injury to one piece of property 
could thus be made the subject matter of 
eleven suits. 

The Court found that that problem was 
procedural in nature and found its oe 
in Rule 17 of the Federal Rules of Civi 
Procedure requiring that every action be 
prosecuted in the name of the real party 
in interest. 

Said the Court: 


“The problem then arises as to the pro- 
cedural position of a partial subrogee 
(insurer) under the Federal Rules. There 
can be little doubt that his equitable 
rights in any recovery made by the sub- 
rogor (insured) qualify the subrogee as 
a real party in interest under Rule 17 (a). 
* * * The judgments must therefore be 
reversed and the cases go back for fur- 
ther proceedings in the District Court. 
If the plaintiffs can so present their case 
as to give the defendant the procedural 
protection it is entitled to (immunity 
from a multiplicity of suits upon one 
obligation) they may then have a chance 
to prove their case on the merits.” 

In contrast, consider the case of 

Gray, Et Al, v. United States of Ameri- 
ca, 77 Fed. Supp. 869 (Mass.) April 29, 
1948. 


Morris Gray and the State Farm Mutual 
Liability Insurance Company brought an 
action against the United States under the 
Tort Claims Act for damages caused an 
automobile belonging to the plaintiff Gray 
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through the alleged negligence of the driv- 
er of a United States Navy ambulance. The 
United States moved that the action be dis- 
missed on the ground that the Federal ‘Tort 
Claims Act does not expressly grant con- 
sent to suit by the subrogee of a claimant, 
and that consent by the Government to be 
sued, being a relinquishment of sovereign 
immunity, must be strictly construed. 

The Federal Tort Claims Act provides 
that the United States may be sued for 
damage “under circumstances where the 
United States if a private person would be 
liable to the claimant for such damage in 
accordance with the law of the place where 
the act or omission occurred.” 

The Court pointed out that the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure provide that every 
action shall be prosecuted in the name of 
the real party in interest and that a private 
individual tort feasor would not be liable 
to the insurer under the common law of 
Massachusetts in a suit brought in the in- 
surer’s name as well as in the name of the 
insured, since the subrogee’s rights were 
equitable in nature entitling him to sue the 
tort feasor only in the name of the insured. 
Therefore, the Court held that since a pri- 
vate tort feasor would not be liable to the 
plaintiff insurer in a suit in the insurer's 
own name, the United States was not liable 
to the insurer in a suit brought in the in- 
surer’s own name. 


But see also the case of 


Norwich Union Fire Insurance Society, 
Ltd., v. United States of America, 29 
C. C. H. Automobile Cases 976 


also from the District Court of Massachu- 
setts decided June 14, 1948. 

In that case Norwich Union sued the 
United States in its own name under the 
Tort Claims Act to recover $1,650.00 it had 
paid to its insured Stuart, whose automo- 
bile had been damaged in a collision with 
a truck driven by an employee of the Unit- 
ed States. The Court said: 


“At common law the authorities seem 
to be to the effect that where the insurer 
has paid the full value of the property 
destroyed its suit as subrogee may be 
brought in its own name. But when the 
value of the property exceeds the insur- 
ance money paid, the suit must be 
brought in the name of the insured. The 
latter rule protects the alleged wrongdoer 
from a enultiplicity of suits.” 


Since there was nothing in the plaintiff's 
complaint to suggest that it had paid the 
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full value of the property alleged to have 
been damaged the Court found that the 
suit would have to be brought in the name 
of the insured. The motion to dismiss the 
bill was denied with the provision that “the 
insured be named as a party plaintiff.” 

* * * 


Insurance Company of North America 

v. The United States of America, United 

States District Court, Eastern District of 

Virginia, 76 Fed. Supp. 951 3/12/48. 

This suit grew out of the destruction of 
an airplane which was stored and parked 
by its owner at the National Airport which 
is owned and operated by the United States, 
While the aircraft was in the custody of 
the defendant, as bailee, it was permitted 
to be illegally and improperly taken from 
the parking area by persons not authorized 
to do so by the owner. While in the cus- 
tody of those unauthorized persons it 
crashed to the ground and was damaged 
beyond repair. 

This action was filed by the plaintiff in- 
surance company as subrogee and as as- 
signee by operation of law. 

The Court held that the Insurance Com- 
pany could, as subrogee, sue the United 
States under the Federal Tort Claims Act, 
where under the State law an individual 
could thus be sued. The Court found that 
statutes waiving immunity of the United 
States to suit must be strictly construed but 
where the statute is unequivocal in its pur- 
pose to waive sovereign immunity courts 
must follow the Congressional intent. Fail- 
ure to include subrogation insurers in the 
enumeration of exceptions to the Act evi- 
denced Congressional intent not to exclude 
them from the benefits of the Act. 





ADDENDUM 


At the time this paper was prepared the 
case of Gray, et al, v. United States of Amer- 
ica, discussed therein, was on appeal from 
the United States District Court, District of 
Massachusetts. 

The United States Court of Appeals for 
the First Circuit has just handed down its 
decision (31 CCH Automobile Cases 141). 
It has reversed the District Court. It has 
decided in favor of the right of an insurer 
to sue in its own name. 

In the court below Morris Gray and the 
State Farm Mutual Liability Insurance had 
filed a complaint against the United States 
under the Federal ‘Tort Claims Act. It was 
alleged that Gray, while operating his auto- 
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mobile on a public highway, suffered a col- 
lision due to the negligence of the driver of 
a Navy ambulance. It was further alleged 
that Gray suffered bodily injury and that 
his car was damaged in the sum of $710.60; 
that the car was covered by a policy of col- 
lision insurance issued by the State Farm 
Mutual and that under the terms of its pol- 
icy the State Farm had paid Gray the sum 
of $485.00 on account of damages to his car. 
The complaint further alleged that as a re- 
sult the insurance company: 


“became subrogated to the right of Mor- 
ris Gray to collect that amount and here- 
by asserts its claim for said $485.00, be- 
ing the amount paid to said Morris Gray 
under its policy on account of said dam- 
ages to his automobile, caused by said ac- 
cident. For the balance of said $710.60, 
namely $225.60 the plaintiff, Morris 
Gray, claims recompense from the de- 
fendant together with a reasonable allow- 
ance for the personal injuries sustained 
by the plaintiff Morris Gray as the result 
of said accident.” 


The United States answered as to plain- 
tiff Gray but as to the plaintiff insurance 
company filed a motion to dismiss on the 
ground that the Federal Tort Claims Act: 


“does not expressly grant consent to suit 
by the subrogee of a claimant and that 
consent of the United States of America 
to be sued, being a relinquishment of 
sovereign immunity, must be strictly in- 
terpreted.” 

From the District Court’s order dismiss- 
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ing the complaint as to the insurance com- 
pany, The State Farm Mutual filed its 
appeal. 

After citing with approval and quoting 
from the long and growing list of decisions 
from other circuits which have held in fa- 
=, of the right of subrogation the court 
said: 


“In view of the universally recognized 
equitable principle of subrogation, an 
insurance company, having paid the 
whole loss, is the real party in interest 
within the meaning of Rule 17 (a) Fed- 
eral Rules of Civil Procedure. In the 
case at bar appellant is only a partial sub- 
rogee which may involve a problem of 
splitting causes of action. We think that 
a partial subrogee is a real party in inter- 
est under Rule 17 (a) and as such has 
standing to sue in his own name, subject 
only to the right of the defendant, by 
making timely objection, to insist upon 
the joinder of the other parties in inter- 
est in order to avoid a splitting of the 
cause of action. The United States was 
not put to the necessity of insisting upon 
such joinder in the present case, because 
the partial subrogee and the insured on 
their own initiative joined in a single 
complaint which brought all the parties 
in interest before the court below.” 


The court also found no merit in the 
further objection made by the Government 
that it might be prejudiced in asserting a 
counter-claim against the original tort fea- 
sor, since counter-claim could be asserted 
against him as a party to the complaint. 
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Loss Because the Insurer Does Not Settle 


By WILLIAM E. LOWTHER 


General Counsel Phoenix-London Group 
New York City 


This subject simply means, Who pays the 
excess verdict? In this brief article which 
stems from the rashness of the editor of the 
a I shall not attempt a direct answer 

ut content myself with asking questions 

and maybe raising some doubts as to our 
procedures. The inquiry is per ary by 
the present day liberality of awards for 
damages due, so the opinions read, to the 
lowered purchasing power of the dollar. 
Verdicts of $40,000, $50,000, $60,000 and 
$70,000 are not uncommon, and verdicts 
as high as $100,000 and over are not un- 
heard of. 

I am informed that many buyers of in- 
surance are purchasing higher limits of 
liability but whether these have kept pace 
with the excess verdicts I doubt. The per- 
centage of such verdicts has increased. 
Awards for damages are so liberal that in- 
surance companies are faced with close de- 
cisions with respect to offers of settlement. 


Whatever obligations they have in that 
respect is usually expressed in the following 


language: 

“To pay on behalf of the insured all 
sums which the insured shall become le- 
gally obligated to pay as damages * * * 
but the Company may make such inves- 
tigation, negotiation and settlement of 
any claim or suit as it deems expedient.” 


On the other hand, the insured “shall 
cooperate with the Company * * *. The 
insured shall not, except at his own cost, 
voluntarily make any payment, assume any 
obligation or incur any expense” with an 
exception not necessary to note here. 

No standard is set up here, but the Courts 
have invariably held (whether under the 
good faith or under the due care rule) that 
an insurance company must consider the 
interests of the insured as well as its own 
in determining the question of settlement. 
Especially is that true at a time when juries 
are awarding heavy damages and when they 
appear to be resolving questions of fact in 
favor of a severely injured plaintiff. 


“This duty is implied as a correlative 
duty growing out of certain rights and 
privileges which the contract confers 
upon the insurer. By the terms of this 


contract the absolute control of the de. 
fense of such actions is turned over to 
the insurer, and the insured is excluded 
from any interference in any negotiations 
for settlement or legal procedure. * * * 
Where an injury occurs for which a re. 
covery may be had in a sum exceeding 
the amount of the insurance, the inter- 
est of the insured becomes one of con- 
cern to him. At this point a duty on the 
part of the insurer to the insured arises.” 
(Olympia Fields Country Club against 
Bankers Indemnity, 60 N. E. 2d Series. 
896). 


The great weight of authority exonerates 
the insurer where he acts in good faith. 

What is good faith? Without doubt that 
is a broad and variable term. One very lu- 
minous definition is that it is the opposite 
of bad faith. At least it implies an honest 
intent, which may be established by cir- 
cumstances. 


Some cases hold the insured may recover 
if the Company is guilty of negligence. 
Other decisions have imposed a_ heavier 
burden upon the insured and deny recov- 
ery unless he can show that the insurer 
acted in bad faith. 

One text writer asserts that the majority 
rule is becoming the minority rule. 8 Ap- 
pleman. Insurance Law and Practice, Sec. 
4712 announces “according to the old ma- 
jority rule, the insured could recover the 
excess of a judgment above the policy lim- 
its from the insurer, because of its failure 
to effect a settlement for a smaller sum, only 
if the Company was guilty of actual fraud 
or bad faith. It should be noted, however, 
that this bad faith rule is tending to become 
the minority rule, being displaced by the 
rule of negligence.” 

Whether this is true or not the present 
situation makes us think. Negligence has 
been used by some courts to mean the same 
thing that other courts have designated as 
bad faith. Are negligence and bad faith 
tending to approach each other like rails 
as they stretch away into the distance? It 
is easy enough in many cases because of the 
relationship between the insurer and the 
insured, and the obligation of each to the 
other, to characterize negligence as bad 
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faith. What the insurer does is by reason 
of its relationship with the insured subject 
to close scrutiny. 

The possible tendency to call negligence 
bad faith is found in a quotation in the 
case of Olympia Fields Country Club 
against Bankers Indemnity Insurance Com- 
pany, 60 N. E. 2d Series-896. 


“The insurer failed to interview the 
witnesses or to make any effort to deter- 
mine whether there was any liability 
upon the claim asserted against the in- 
sured for damages. It did not attempt to 
acquaint itself with the extent of Mrs. 
Auman’s injuries. It was not in position 
to act intelligently or in fairness to the 
insured in considering the offer of settle- 
ment. It ignored the advice of its coun- 
sel * * * it failed to have a representa- 
tive at the trial with authority to settle 
within the limit of liability named in the 

licy. * * * The jury was therefore 
warranted in finding that the insurer did 
not act in good faith.” 


What to do then is the problem. Where 
the insurer although convinced that it has 
a fifty-fifty or even better chance of win- 
ning knows that if there is a verdict for the 
plaintiff it will greatly exceed the policy 
limit, the choice between trying the case or 
accepting an offer that does not exceed the 
policy limit, is not always easy. It must rest 
upon all the circumstances of the case. If 
it refuses a settlement which does not ex- 
ceed the policy limit and well knows that 
if there is a verdict for the plaintiff it will 
greatly exceed the policy limit, whose 
money is it trading on? Is the insurer in 
such case acting in due care or in good 
faith toward the insured? 
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It has been suggested that one might be 
careless and yet act in good faith. Is that 
true? 

In one case, Hilker against Western Au- 
tomobile, Wisconsin 235 N. W.-413 the 
Court said, referring to a decision to be 
made between settlement and trial, “But 
as already stated such decision should be 
an honest and intelligent one. It must be 
honest and intelligent if it be a good faith 
conclusion. In order that it be honest and 
intelligent it must be based upon a knowl- 
edge of the facts and circumstances upon 
which liability is predicated, and upon a 
knowledge of the nature and extent of the 
injuries so far as they reasonably can be 
ascertained. We can see no room to quibble 
upon the proposition that the insurer made 
an inadequate, a careless if not shiftless, 
investigation of the facts with reference to 
the accident and injury, that it never at 
any time was in position to exercise a 
sound or good faith judgment.” 

It is not for a moment suggested that in 
every case where there is the possibility of 
a verdict for the plaintiff in excess of the 
policy limit such a verdict is a mark of bad 
faith. These are simply questions and re- 
flections on the review of certain later cases. 


National Mutual Casualty Company 
against Britt (Oklahoma 200 P. 2d Se- 
ries-407). 

Dumas against Hartford Accident and 
Indemnity Company (New Hempshire 
56 Atlantic 2d Series-57). 

Royal Transit against Central Surety 
and Insurance Corporation (Wisconsin 
C. C. A. Seventh Circuit, 168 Fed. 2d 
Series-345). 

Olympia Fields Country Club case, 

Supra. 
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Does Insurance Trial Counsel Become Insurer of His 
Judgment? 
By J. A. Goocn, Fort Worth, Texas 


F THE case of Highway Insurance Un- 

derwriters v. Lufkin-Beaumont Motor 
Coaches, 215 S. W. 2d 904, by the Beaumont 
Court of Civil Appeals of ‘Texas, becomes 
the law of Texas, then a Texas trial lawyer 
for insurance companies must find a meth- 
od of adequate protection for failure to be 
able absolutely to predict what any jury 
will do with a given set of facts. 

Those words seem ridiculous at the out- 
set, but let us take a look for a moment at 
the facts in the case. 

Highway Insurance Underwriters insured 
Lufkin-Beaumont Motor Coaches, a motor 
carrier in Texas, for five and ten limits un- 
der an ordinary motor vehicle policy. 
About midnight of April 13, 1943, the in- 
sured’s bus collided with the automobile of 
one Riley Alexander, either upon the pub- 
lic highway or at the side of the highway, 
depending upon the divergent viewpoints 


of the plaintiff and defendant, and inflicted 
rather doubtful injuries. Four or five wit- 
nesses, who were passengers in defendant's 


bus, as well as defendant’s bus driver, tes- 
tified at the trial of the case that the plain- 
tiffs automobile was parked on the high- 
way at night without lights and without 
any warning flares and that defendant's bus 
crashed into said automobile on meeting an 
oncoming automobile, and that plaintiff's 
automobile was not visible either to them 
or to the defendant’s bus driver prior to the 
actual collision. Their testimony from the 
written record sounds true and plausible. 
Plaintiff produced medical evidence, which 
was not difficult, to show that he was in a 
bad state of health, with most of the medi- 
cal evidence coming from his good wife, 
who detailed his agonizing experiences from 
and since the accident. Plaintiff's com- 
panions and eye witnesses were rather vague 
as to where plaintiff's automobile actually 
was, and did not stand the test of cross 
examination too well on plaintiff's theory 
that his automobile was parked off the 
highway at the time of the collision. 

Suffice it to say, from a fair reading of 
the record, and with all due respect to 
rejudices, depending on which side of the 
ence you are on, that the evidence as pro- 
duced in the record looked more favorable 
to the defendant than to the plaintiff on 
the question of liability. 


During the progress of the trial the ques. 
tion of settlement was mentioned several 
times between plaintiff's lawyers and de. 
fendant’s attorneys, and, shortly before the 
case went to the jury, plaintiff's attorneys 
made to defendant’s attorneys, that is attor. 
neys for defendant’s insurer, an offer to 
settle the case for the sum of $4,500. 

At the trial of the case the insured had 
in attendance as its representative its traf. 
fic manager. The first time settlement ne. 
gotiations were broached, an offer in some 
amount less than the maximum policy limit 
was made to assured’s traffic manager, and 
he immediately referred plaintiff's counsel 
to insurer’s counsel. Later on plaintiff's 
counsel did contact the insurer’s counsel 
and made the $4,500 offer above referred 
to; whereupon the insurer’s counsel re. 
ferred the offer to the insurance company’s 
claim manager, who rejected the offer on 
the advice of his own counsel that he did 
not think the evidence justified the pay- 
ment of that large a sum of money. The 
ee of the insured were kept 
fully advised of settlement negotiations, and 
it is without dispute that the insured failed 
to demand, or even to request, that the of- 
fer of settlement be accepted by the insurer. 
As a matter of fact, according to the evi- 
dence, the attorney for the insurer com- 
municated with the General Counsel of 
insured with respect to the settlement prop- 
osition, and was advised by the General 
Counsel of insured that settlement was a 
matter of judgment, and that since he, the 
insurer’s attorney, was on the ground and 
had heard the evidence, he, the insured’s 
attorney, was of the opinion that the insur- 
er’s attorney was in a better position to ex- 
ercise his own judgment, and of course 
made no denned for his own protection by 
way of settlement. 

The case was submitted to the jury on 
special issues and the plaintiff recovered 
judgment in the amount of $11,000. 

Insurer’s attorney promptly perfected an 
appeal, but the judgment was affirmed by 
all the appellate courts, and after the man- 
date of the Supreme Court had been re- 
ceived, insurer tendered its $5,000 and 
called upon the insured for its $6,000 in 
order to satisfy the judgment. Insured re- 
fused insurer’s $5,000 contribution, and, for 
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the first time, demanded that insurer pay 
the entire $11,000 judgment. Insurer de- 
clined, whereupon insured paid the entire 
$11,000 judgment and brought suit, as 
above styled, for the amount of the entire 
judgment of $11,000 against the insurer. 
The case of the insured versus the insur- 
er for the full amount of the judgment 
came on for trial, and there was introduced 
in that proceeding the evidence herein dis- 
cussed and also excerpts from the testimony 
in the original trial between the plaintiff 
and the bus company in the first action. 
According to the evidence, there was never 
any demand made by the insured that the 
case be settled within the policy limits at 
any time prior to the affirmance of the 
case in connection with the original action 
between the plaintiff and the bus company. 
At the conclusion of the evidence in the 
suit brought by the insured against the in- 
surer, the following special issue only was 
submitted to the jury for its answer: 


“Do you find that a person of ordinary 
prudence, in the exercise of such degree 
of care that such person would use in the 
management of his own business, and 
under the facts and circumstances known 
to the Highway Insurance Underwriters 
or to its attorney who represented the 
defendant Lufkin-Beaumont Motor 
Coaches, Inc., in said suit so brought by 
Riley Alexander against it prior to the 
rendition of the jury verdict in the case, 
would have settled said case by paying 
said Riley Alexander the sum of $4,500? 
Answer ‘Yes’ or ‘No;’ Answer: ‘Yes,’ ” 


Pursuant to the jury’s verdict, judgment 
was rendered in behalf of insured against 
insurer for the total amount of the judg- 
ment plus interest, which, at that time, 
made a total of $11,679.79, and allowed the 
insured six per cent interest on said amount 
from the date of the second judgment until 
paid. 

In affirming judgment in favor of the 
insured against the insurer, the Court dis- 
cusses at length the testimony given in the 
original suit between Alexander and the 
bus company, and, without ever having 
seen or heard the witnesses’ testimony, and 
from the written record only, disregards 
certain testimony offered by the defendant 
in the first suit and accepts the plaintiff's 
version of the accident, even though con- 
flicting, as being the facts in the case. The 
Court proceeds to hold that the failure of 
the insurer to settle the case within the 
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policy limits presents a question of fact for 
another jury to determine, after the horse 
is dead, so to speak, whether or not the in- 
surer used good judgment. The Court ex- 
pressly points out that the element of good 
faith is neither a criterion nor a standard, 
and that the question of whether or not a 
case should be settled or not settled within 
the policy limits is a question only as to 
whether or not due care was exercised by 
insurer and its counsel. 

The Court attempts to justify his deci- 
sion by citing the case of Stowers Furniture 
Company v. American Indemnity Com- 
pany, 15 S. W. 2d 544, but this case is in no 
way similar to the present case. 

On motion for rehearing, the Court dis- 
cusses the question of whether or not the 
trial attorney might not in turn be liable, 
where his own client has been compelled 
to pay a larger amount than the policy 
limit called for because of error of judg- 
ment, which is where the rub comes from 
this particular practitioner’s standpoint. It 
was urged on motion for rehearing that if 
an attorney were otherwise competent and 
exercised judgment based on what he ac- 
tually believed, which judgment was based 
on good faith, he should not be held ac- 
countable for failing to guess what a jury 
might do in a particular lawsuit. The 
Court, in rejecting this theory, says as 
follows: 


“It seems to us that a lawyer’s good 
faith in representing his client does not 
necessarily determine whether he is liable 
in damages to a client who has suffered 
injury from his acts.” 


The case then goes further and says that 
the lawyer who had been employed by in- 
surer to defend the action, being an agent 
of the insurer in the transaction, could be- 
come liable to insurer in the event his judg- 
ment, honestly and fairly given in connec- 
tion with a set of facts, was not agreed with 
by a jury of twelve men. The Court in 
passing further upon this matter cites Sec- 
tion 406 of the Restatement of the Law of 
Agency, and quotes as follows: 


“Unless otherwise agreed, an agent is 
as responsible to the principal for the 
conduct of a subagent with reference to 
the principal’s affairs entrusted to the 
subagent as is the agent for his own 
conduct.” 


And again, comment (b) under Section 406, 
states: 
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“Since the agent is the subagent’s prin- 
cipal, and, as between himself and the 
ultimate pee 1, is primarily respon- 
sible for the subagent’s conduct, he is as 
liable to the ultimate principal as is any 
other principal for the conduct of an 
agent. Thus, he is subject to liability to 
the principal for damages caused to the 
principal by the negligence of the sub- 
agent in conducting the affairs of the 

rincipal, or for his misrepresentations 

cause of which the principal is made 
ae or because of which a contract is 
avoided.” 


The only comfort in connection with the 
Court’s application of Section 406 of the 
Restatement of Agency lies in the first three 
words of the beginning of that section, read- 
ing: “Unless otherwise agreed.” It occurs 
to the writer that if we, as practitioners 
defending cases for insurance companies, 
are to become compelled to respond in 
damages to insurance companies when we 
are unable to guess the outcome of a jury's 
verdict, then we must immediately take 
comfort from the above quoted words from 
the Restatement of Agency and be sure that 
we have “otherwise agreed” before advis- 
ing any client to refuse to pay a demand 
within the policy limits. For, in ‘order to 
protect himself from the holding in this 
case, the insurance practitioner would of 
necessity, from a personal standpoint, be 
compelled to recommend to his company 
that any offer within the policy limits be 
panes | rather than attempt to predict 
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the findings of a jury with respect to 
damages. 

Another far reaching result of this case 
in my opinion, is that if this case should 
become law, then there is little use for an 
insured to purchase more than the stand. 
ard limits of five and ten, as he could af. 
ford to chance a larger recovery without 
the payment of additional premium, where 
he can compel the insurer to give him un. 
limited protection where there is any kind 
of an offer to settle within the maximum 
limits. 

This pore is being written at a time 
when the decision in the case quoted at the 
outset of this article is in process of being 
appealed to the Supreme Court of Texas, 
The Supreme Court has not as yet acted 
upon the insurer’s application for writ of 
error and it cannot reasonably be expected 
that it will do so for some time. Insurance 
Counsel ower in the State of Texas are 
perturbed by this decision and are making 
every effort to assist in the reversal of this 
case in the Supreme Court. ‘Time only will 
tell as to whether or not their efforts will 
be successful. 

The problems as presented in the deci- 
sion quoted herein are of particular impor- 
tance both to trial counsel and to insurers. 
As soon as the Supreme Court has acted 
upon this matter, the editor of this maga- 
zine will be notified of its decision, and, if 
you deem same of sufficient importance, 
perhaps he will publish the final result 
with respect to this unjust decision. 
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An Examination of the Present Status of the Law on 
Policy Loans 


By Forrest S. SMITH 
Jersey City, N. J. 


Introduction 


UCH legal comment has been de- 
Mi vorea of late to one or more of the 
many phases of the ag ag presented to 
the insurance counsellor by the widespread 
adoption of the “real party in interest“ rule. 
The adoption of this rule of procedure has 
made necessary a scrupulous revaluation of 
the whole problem of subrogation.’ We 
will be concerned in this article with one 
facet of that overall problem. An examina- 
tion will be made of the policy loan’ for 
the purpose of determining whether that 
device is available for extensive use in over- 
coming some of the now present difficulties 
which subrogation entails. 


Nature and Origin 


The policy loan is an agreement between 
the insurer and the insured by which the 
insurer advances to the insured a sum of 
money equal to the amount of loss sus- 
tained by the insured. The insured is re- 
quired to repay the loan only if recovery 
is had by the insured from the party ulti- 
mately responsible for the loss suffered, the 
insured agreeing to institute suit. 

The attractiveness of this loan device be- 
comes quite apparent when we note that 
once the validity of the loan agreement is 
established, suit can be instituted in the 
name of the insured without revealing the 
insurer’s interest, and this despite the “real 
party in interest” rule. To what extent the 
validity of the loan agreement has been and 
will be recognized will be our primary 
concern. 

The policy loan came into existence as a 
by-product of that long standing struggle 
between carriers and insurers, each attempt- 
ing to cast the burden, occasioned by loss 
or damage of goods, on the other. What 
with the complexities that arise regarding 
“transfer of title” and “insurable interest,” 
it was only a matter of time until the car- 


*For a discussion of the _—! of subrogation 


in general, see “Collection of the Loss to the Policy- 
holder’s Automobile from the Third Party Liable” 
by Victor C, Gorton in the July, 1948 issue of the 
International Association Journal. 
In this article “policy loan,” “loan agreement,” 
— receipt,” “loan receipt,” will be used inter- 
angeably. 


riers hit upon the idea of inserting in their 
bills of lading a provision that any insur- 
ance placed on the goods carried should 
inure to the benefit of the carrier. The ef- 
fect of this provision was to virtually elimi- 
nate walnuts subrogation rights on the part 
of the insurer, since the carrier wad be 
released from liability to the insured to the 
extent that the insured had been reim- 
bursed. 

It was to circumvent this possibility that 
the insurers developed the loan agreement. 
It had the advantage of furnishing a means 
of reimbursing their insured and yet reserv- 
ing for their own benefit the right to sue 
the carrier. (As has been mentioned above 
the loan agreement now potentially has the 
added advantage of avoiding the “real par- 
ty in interest” rule.) 

While this contractual conflict was pre- 
sented to the courts on numerous occasions 
fae! before 1900) we can dispense with 

iscussion of any judicial consideration of 
the problem prior to the famous decision 
of Justice Brandeis in Luckenbach v. Mc- 
Cahan Sugar Refining (1918). In that case 
it was decided that the insurer could val- 
idly agree with the insured, subsequent to 
the loss, to advance the amount of the loss, 
repayable only in the event that the in- 
sured recover against the carrier in a suit 
which the insured agreed to institute. This 
suit was to be conducted entirely by the 
insurer. Justice Brandeis clearly enunciat- 
ed the Court’s view that the agreement was 
in reality a loan, and not, as contended by 
the carrier, an yr payment to which 
the carrier was entitled under a provision 
of its contract with the assured. The Court 
stated: 


“Agreements of this nature have been 
a common practice in business for many 
ears. Pennsylvania R. Co. v. Burr, 65 
C.C.A. 331, 130 Fed. 847; Bradley v, Le- 
high Valley R. Co., 82 C.C.A. 426, 153 
Fed. 350. It is clear that, if valid and en- 
forced according to their terms, they ac- 
complish the desired purpose. They sup- 
ply the shipper promptly with money to 
the full extent of the indemnity or com- 
pensation to which he is entitled on ac- 
count of the loss; and they preserve to the 
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insurers the claim against the carrier to 
which, by the general law of insurance, 
independently of special agreement, they 
would become subrogated upon payment 
by them of the loss. The carrier insists 
that the transaction, while in terms of a 
loan, is in substance a payment of insur- 
ance; that to treat it as if it were a loan 
is to follow the letter of the agreement 
and to disregard the actual facts; and 
that to give it effect as a loan is to sanc- 
tion fiction and subterfuge. But no good 
reason appears either for questioning its 
legality or for denying its effect. . . . The 
general law does not give the carrier, 
upon payment of the shipper’s claim, a 
right by subrogation against the insurers. 
The insurer has, on the other hand, by 
the general law, a right of subrogation 
against the carrier. . . . Whether the 
transfer of money or other thing shall 
operate as a payment is ordinarily a mat- 
ter which is determined by the intention 
of the parties to the transaction.” 


This authoritative pronouncement had 
the effect of eliminating the many incon- 
sistent decisions that had existed prior 
thereto. 

For roughly the next quarter of a cen- 
tury, the loan agreement in its frequent » A 

d 


pearances in litigation was repeatedly he 
to be a valid loan. It is worth noting, how- 
ever, that during this period the loan de- 
vice was extended to situations other than 
those involving carriers. 


In the case of Wexler v. National Ben 
Franklin Insurance Company (1935), 156 
Misc. 755, 281 N.Y.S. 949, the agreement 
involved a bailor-bailee situation. In that 
case it was held that reimbursement of the 
bailor for a fire loss to goods in the pos- 
session of the bailee amounted to a loan 
and not an outright payment and, there- 
fore, did not bar an action by the bailor 
on policies issued to the bailee. 

se of the loan agreement was also a 
held in cases involving loans made to banks 
for money in transit. 

There were also cases in which money 
loaned under a “loan receipt” to an in- 
sured who had sustained a loss due to an 
automobile collision were held to be valid 
loans. 

In a similar manner the loan scheme was 
upheld in the case of loss sustained where 
the goods had been sold under a condi- 
tional sales agreement. 

This brief history shows that the policy 
loan had definitely fulfilled the end for 
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which it was first established, namely, that 
of casting the burden of loss upon the per- 
sons ultimately responsible for that loss 
and, at the same time, allowing the insurer 
to reimburse the assured at the time when 
he most needed it. 

It was upon this general state of affairs 
that the “real party in interest” rule de. 
scended. 


Present Status 


That the insurer is opposed to any at. 
tempt to make him a formal party to an 
action against a party ultimately liable js 
too fundamental to require comment. It 
was only natural, therefore, that the policy 
loan agreement be utilized by the insurer 
as a means to avoid some of the conse- 
quences of subrogation. Insurance com- 
panies were especially prone to adopt this 
device in cases where property denna 
alone was involved. 

By and large, the courts rubber stamped 
their approval of this extensive use of the 
“policy receipt.” In the main, the rationale 
for these decisions was that the Supreme 
Court in the Luckenbach case had given 
its seal of 5 peg to the policy loan per 
se. Rarely did the courts question the de. 
vice or scrutinize the facts in a particular 
case to see whether the Zuchenbarh deci- 
sion was strictly applicable. Many of these 
cases wholly failed to reveal whether the 
validity of the loan agreement was made to 
depend on the facts of the particular case, 
or, as a conclusion of law. The fact that a 
so-called “loan” had in reality many more 
of the attributes of an outright payment 
than of a loan, or the fact that the insured 
treated the money advanced as an outright 
payment, troubled these courts not at all. 

In the early 1940's, however, many courts 
began to make closer examinations of the 
loan device. Careful reading of the Luck- 
enbach case disclosed that it had not vali- 
dated the loan agreement per se. That de- 
cision held that whether an advance of 
money by an insurer is to be deemed a loan 
or an outright payment depends upon the 
intention of the parties. On this basis some 
courts struck down the loan policy agree- 
ment as a subterfuge and required that the 
insurer be made a formal party to third 
party actions. 

Still others held that the validity of the 
“loan” depended upon the particular cir- 
cumstances of the case and accordingly de- 
clared many so-called “loans” to be out- 
right payments, with the same disastrous 
(to the insurer) results. 





April, 1949 INSURANCE COUNSEL JOURNAL Page 99 


The decisions today are in sharp conflict, 
both in result and reasoning. 

In defense of the policy loan agreement, 
it has been stated in one jurisdiction, that 
the choice of making a loan rather than 
an outright payment is one of the rights 
inherent in liberty to contract and, there- 
fore, unquestionably available to the in- 
surer. 

On the other hand, some courts have said 
that if in fact a loss has been sustained for 
which the insured is entitled to reimburse- 
ment from the insurer, and if the insurer 
has advanced the money, then the insurer 
has been subrogated to the rights of the 
insured and the “real party in interest” rule 
is a good defense to suit in the name of the 
insured. Still another method frequently 
employed in striking down the loan agree- 
ment is to distinguish the Luckenbach case 
on the grounds that in that case there was 
present the situation in which the insured’s 
liability was contingent, and his (the in- 
sured’s) need for money was immediate. 


Conclusion 


Having reviewed the over-all pattern of 
decisions, the question now arises whether 
there is discernible in this pattern, a thread 
from which we can prophesy as to the 
future of the policy loan. 

To say that the answer lies in the bona 
fides of the particular loan in question is 
of little practical value because of the great 
latitude presented to the Judge. 

Neither is it a sufficient answer to say 
that the intention of the parties should pre- 
vail. This seems altogether too unreal a 
test for a question which is so vitally con- 
cerned with matters of general public 
interest. 

Perhaps, as many lawyers feel, the answer 
lies in the determination of whether the 


payment is made by an insurer which has 
no choice, or whether under its contract of 
insurance the liability of the insured és con- 
tingent. There is much to be said for this 
line of reasoning. It is fairly concrete and, 
therefore, capable of determination by the 
insurer, prior to advancement of the 
money. 

However, it is suggested that none of the 
above rules furnish the ultimate answer but 
rather that such should be found in an 
examination of the root of the whole prob- 
lem. Since the “loan receipt” has become 
primarily a means of circumventing certain 
consequences of subrogation occasioned by 
the application of the “real ae) in inter- 
est” rule, the real test of its validity lies in 
an examination of the purpose of the “real 
party in interest” rule. 

That rule purports to aim at the bring- 
ing together, in suit, of those parties whose 
rights and interest are actually under con- 
sideration. But, is this the end, in itself, 
of the rule? It would seem not. Behind the 
immediate object of revealing the real par- 
ties in interest is the more remote, but 
much more important, object of eliminat- 
ing the possibility that the losing party be 
compelled to pay twice. But, obviously, 
there is no such possibility in the “loan 
receipt” case. 

On this reasoning then, the wrongdoer 
who urges the “real party in interest” rule 
as a defense to suit by the insurer in the 
name of the insured, has no basis either in 
equity or in reason for that defense. On 
the contrary, equity demands the suppres- 
sion of the fact that an insurance company 
has an interest in the action. Experience 
has proved this to be necessary in order that 
legal actions be determined according to 
the dictates of justice rather than of 
prejudice. 
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Subrogation Under Federal Tort Claims Act 


By GrEorGE GANTNER 


Claims Attorney, Utilities Insurance Co. 
St. Louis, Missouri 


AN AN insurance company as subro- 


maintain a suit against the United 
States under the Federal Tort Claims Act.’ 
Is such a subrogee a claimant within the 
contemplation of the law? Does the Anti- 
Assignment statute’ apply so as to defeat 
such a claim brought by the insurance com- 
pany — the United States? While the 
original Tort Claims Act has been repealed, 
the wording of the new law’ effective Sep- 
tember 1, 1948, makes immaterial amend- 
ments in the wording of the statute, and 
thus the problem of interpreting its lan- 
guage is eer the same as before. 

It was not until the passage of the Tort 
Claims Act that the United States waived 
its immunity, with certain exceptions, as 
sovereign in tort cases, and permitted suits 
to be filed against it in federal district 
court for damage to pomerey or personal 
injury or death alleged to have been caused 
by the negligence of the employees of the 
government, acting within the scope of 
their employment, under circumstances in 
which the United States if a private per- 
son would be liable to the claimant in ac- 
cordance with the law of the place where 
the act or omission occurred. 

The law provides for administrative set- 
tlement of tort claims when the amount 
involved is $1,000.00 or less, and the gov- 
ernment has settled without question a 
= many subrogation claims presented 

y insurance companies under this provi- 
sion. However, on cases upon which suits 
have been brought against it by subrogees, 
the government has vigorously and ingeni- 
ously objected to the right of such plain- 
tiffs to maintain an action. The main ar- 
guments advanced against such suits are 
that the waiver of immunity must be strict- 
ly construed; that no mention of subrogees 
or assignees is made in the law; that the 
word “claimant” —- only to the person 
injured or damaged; that the Anti-Assign- 
ment statute prevents such suits; that to 
permit such suits is to permit a splitting 
of causes of action; that permitting such 


*Act of Aug. 2, 1946, as amended Aug. 1, 1947, 28 
U. S. C. A., par. 921-946. 

31 U. S. C, A.—203. 

*28 U. S. C. A., secs. 1346 (b), 1402, 2402, 2411, 
2412, 2671-2680. 


suits denies to the government the right 
of counter-claim or set-off as against the 
original person injured or damaged. 


The government's viewpoint seems to 
have prevailed in the district courts in a 
majority of these cases, but on appeal the 
various United States Courts of Appeals 
have adopted a much more liberal con. 
struction than that contended for by the 
government, permitting such suits to be 
brought by insurers as subrogees. Seven 
circuits have upheld the right‘ of these 
plaintiffs to sue, two’ apparently have not 
as yet passed upon the question, and only 
one’ has upheld the government viewpoint. 
The trend had become so pronounced that 
the decision in the Hill case,’ denying the 
right of insurance subrogees to sue, came 
as an exception to the general tendency. 
There is a strong dissent in this case. 


In one of the early cases’ the court as- 
sumed without the necessity of deciding in 
the case that derivative claims as such are 
not authorized by the act, that the proper 
plaintiff is the person who has been dam- 
aged, and, therefore, the suit can properly 
be filed only by that person. However, the 
court held that when the suit is brought 
by the injured party, there is nothing in 
the act to preclude joining, as an equitable 
plaintiff, a party who as subrogee is en- 
titled to some part or the whole of the pro- 
ceeds of recovery. In another case’ where it 
appeared that plaintiff had executed a loan 
receipt to the insurer who had paid plain- 
tiff for damage to its radio tower caused by 


a Navy plane colliding with it, the court 


‘Ist Cir.—State Farm Mutual Lia. Ins. Co. v. 
U. S. A., Feb. 1, 1949, 31 C. C. H. Auto Cases 141; 
2d. Cir.—Aetna Cas. & Sur. Co. v. U. S. A., Nov. 4, 
1948, 170 F. (2), 469; 3rd Cir.—Yorkshire Ins. Co. 
v. U. S. A., Nov. 5, 1948, 170 F, (2) 374; 4th Cir— 
U.S. A. v. S. C. State Highway Dept., et al, Dec. 29, 
1948, 171 F. (2) 893; 6th Cir—Old Colony Ins. Co. 
v. U. S. A., June 2, 1948, 168 F. (2) 931; 9th Cir— 
Employers Fire Ins. Co. v. U. S. A., Apr. 8, 1948, 
167 F, (2) 655; N. Y. Underwriters Ins. Co. v. U. 
S. A., Apr. 8, 1948, 167 F. (2) 744; Nat. Am. Fire 
Ins. Co. of Omaha v. U. S. A., Dec. 8, 1948, 171 F. 
(2) 206; 10th Cir—U. S. A. v. Chi., R. I. & P. Ry. 
Co., Dec. 1, 1948, 171 F. (2) 377. 

*7th & 8th Cir.—No published cases found. 

"5th Cir.—U. S. A. v. Hill, et al, Dec. 17, 1948, 
171 F. (2) 404. 

‘Same as footnote 6, 
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held that the giving of such receipt did not 
affect plaintiff's right to sue, that laintiff 
was the real party in interest, and the ques- 
tion of the right of a subrogee to sue was 
not, therefore, before the court. 

The catastrophe in which an Army air- 
Jane on a non-combatant flight collided 
with the Empire State Building, causing 
severe property damage and heavy loss of 
life, gave rise to a case” in which District 
udge Medina in a much-quoted opinion 
held that while the Tort Claims Act made 
no mention of claims brought by subrogees 
or assignees, the clear import of the lan- 
guage was to include subrogees. The gov- 
ernment’s contention for a narrow con- 
struction of the waiver of immunity was 
uarely met in a case” where appellants 
(insurers) filed a motion for leave to inter- 
yene in a tort suit instituted against the 
United States by the owner of the building 
and others, claiming that by virtue of the 
payments made under an insurance policy 
to the parties who were the plaintiffs, they 
had been subrogated pro tanto to said 
plaintiffs’ rights. The motion to intervene 
was denied by the district court, and upon 
appeal in holding against the government 
the Court of Appeals said: 


The words of the Act indicate a clear 
and sweeping waiver of immunity. Ap- 
pellant subrogees are claimants whose 
claims exist “on account of” damage to 
property. There is nothing in the phrase 
“on account of” to support the govern- 
ment’s contention that Congress intend- 
ed the word “claimant” as used in the 
statute to refer only to one originally 
sustaining the loss or injury. The same 
phrase was utilized in the Small Tort 
Claims Act, 31 U. S. C. A. sec. 215, under 
which subrogees’ claims were consistently 
approved by Congress. 

In the Federal Tort Claims Act, Con- 
gress, — granting jurisdiction gen- 
erally to the Federal Courts to render 
judgment on “any claim,” designated 
twelve categories of claims to which the 
Federal Tort Claims Act was not meant 
to apply. Claims of subrogees were not 
included therein. Had Congress intend- 
ed to exclude subrogated claims, it would 
have undoubtedly designated them as 


‘Grace et al v. U. S. A., 76 F. Supp. 174, D. Ct., 
Mar. 5, 1948. 

*Augusta Broadcasting Co. v. U. S. A,, 5th Cir. 
I71 F. (2) 199, Oct. 30, 1948. 

“Niagara Fire Ins. Co. v. U.S. A., 76 F. Supp, 850. 

“Employers Fire Ins. Co. v. U. S. A., 9th Cir., 167 
F, (2) 655. 
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one of the categories which the Act was 
not meant to cover. 


Where a government-owned boat was 
negligently permitted to collide with a 
highway department bridge, causing very 
heavy damage, and reimbursement for a 
large part of the loss was made by the insur- 
ers to the highway department, an action 
was brought against the United States by 
the highway department for its damage, 
and the insurance companies joined as 
plaintiffs.* In affirming judgment in favor 
of appellees, Judge Parker of the Fourth 
Circuit Court of Appeals said: 


It is argued that although a subrogat- 
ed insurer falls squarely within the lan- 
guage of the statute, he should not be 
accorded its benefit, since it is a statute 
waiving sovereign immunity and should 
be strictly construed. In our opinion, 
however, this would be to limit the mean- 
ing of the statute without sense or rea- 
son and to write into it an exception 
foreign to its entire spirit and purpose, 
which was to relieve Congress of the bur- 
den of dealing by private acts with tort 
claims. State of Maryland to use of 
Burkhardt v. United States, 4 Cir. 165 F. 
(2d) 869; United States v. Chicago etc. 
R. Co., 10 Cir. 171 F. (2d) 377 (decided 
Dec. 1, re Bills to reimburse insurance 
companies for losses sustained as the re- 
sult of torts of federal employees have 
just as much merit and cause just as 
much trouble to Congress as bills to re- 
imburse the party originally injured; and 
there was just as much reason to give the 
courts the power to pass upon one class 
of claims as upon the other. It is worth 
noting that the Suits in Admiralty Act, 
46 USCA 741, and the Tucker Act, 28 
USCA 250 (1), the language of which in 
permitting suits against the United 
States is very similar to that of the Tort 
Claims Act, and which make no express 
provision for suit by subrogees, are uni- 
formly held to give subrogees the right 
to recover. 


So it would seem to be rather well estab- 
lished that an action by an insurance com- 
pany as subrogee can be maintained 
against the United States if such suit is 
permissible by the laws of the state where 
the tort was committed.” 


™U. S. A. v. S. C. State Highway Dept., et al, 4th 
Cir., 171 F. (2) 898. 
“Footnote 4 for list of cases. 
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Even the United States Court of Appeals 
of the fifth circuit in reversing judgment 
for appellee insurer in the Hill case“ agreed 
that the wording of the Tort Claims Act 
was broad enough to include the insurance 
company as a claimant but held that since 
the act did not repeal or modify the Anti- 
Assignment Act” the latter barred the claim 
of the insurer. Judge Frank, however, in 
the Aetna case” arrived at a different con- 
clusion, saying, “Moreover, even if the as- 
signment were otherwise within the As- 
signment Act we think the language and 
purpose of the Tort Claims Act more than 
sufficient to carve out an implied excep- 
tion for this type of claim.” 

In the Hill case the court stated that 
the purpose of the anti-assignment statute 
was to prohibit the splitting of causes of 
action, prevent the multiplication of claim- 
ants and provide against the complexities 
and uncertainties that might arise from dis- 
putes among the original claimant and 
those claiming under him. The Court then 
reasoned that the right of subrogation, 
whether dependent upon the execution of 
formal assignments or upon the equity of 
subrogation as being equivalent to an as- 
2 oy yam caused a change in ownership 
which was by the voluntary acts of the par- 
ties and the case fell equally within the 
evils aimed at in the statute. Hence the 
suit of the insurer was barred. However, 
the great weight of authority is to the ef- 
fect that this statute applies only to volun- 
tary transfers, not to transfers by operation 
of law or to equitable subrogation.” 

The case of Yorkshire Insurance Com- 
pany v. United States of America, 3 Cir., 
171 F. (2) 374, poses the problem of partial 
subrogees. Through the negligence of an 
employee of the United States, a property 
owner sustained damage to his property by 
fire. One insurance company paid part of 
the loss to the property owner under a pol- 
icy issued to him, and a second insurance 
company did likewise. As to whether this 
was the entire loss did not appear. The 


“U.S. A, v. Hill et al, 5 Cir., 171 F. (2) 404. 
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Fire Ins. Co. v. U. S. A., 76 F. Supp. 850; State Farm 
Mutual Lia. Ins. Co. v. U.S. A., 1 Cir., Feb. 1, 1949, 
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government op d on the ground that 
the Tort Act did not apply to persons claim. 
ing through subrogation and that this ac. 
tion was prohibited by the anti-assignment 
statute. The district court upheld the goy. 
ernment’s position. Both companies ap. 
pealed and the cases were heard together, 
On appeal the government abandoned its 
position and objected to answering the 
claims of partial assignees. The court held 
that the defense offered did not call for an 
affirmance upon a procedural ground of 
a judgment rendered for a substantive rea. 
son now abandoned. The United States 
should have immunity from a multiplicit 
of suits arising from one obligation. The 
court called attention to Rule 42 providing 
for consolidation, Rule 21 for adding or 
dropping parties, and stated that the lib. 
eral provisions for amendment in Rule 15 
made possible the allegation of existence 
or non-existence of other possible claim- 
ants. In reversing the judgment of dis. 
missal the court further said, “If the plain- 
tiffs can so present their case as to give the 
defendant the procedural protection it is 
entitled to, they may then have a chance 
to prove their case on the merits.” 

Similarly, in another case, the court 
said:* 


So far as the ery of causes of ac- 


tion is concerned, this is a matter to be 
handled under the rules of civil proce- 
dure relating to the consolidation of ac- 
tions and the adding and dropping of 
parties, and in the light of the rule that 
an insurer who has- paid only part of the 
loss must ordinarily recover in a suit 
brought in his behalf by the insured. 


In a ver 
Court of 


recent case” the United States 
ppeals, first circuit, said: 


In view of the universally recognized 
equitable principle of subrogation, an 
insurance company, having paid the 
whole loss, is the real party in interest 
within the meaning of Rule 17 (a) * * * 
In the case at bar appellant is only a 
partial subrogee, which may involve a 
problem of splitting causes of action. We 
think that a partial subrogee is a real 
party in interest, under Rule 17 (a), and 
as such has standing to sue in his own 
name, subject only to the right of the 
defendant, by making timely objection, 


*U. S. A. v. S. C. State Highway Dept., et al, 4 


Cir., 171 F. (2) 893. 
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to insist upon the joinder of the other 
arties in interest in order to avoid a 
split-u of the cause of action. * * * The 
United States was not put to the neces- 
sity of insisting upon such joinder in the 
resent case because the partial subrogee 
and the insured on their own initiative 
joined in a single complaint which 
rought all of the parties in interest be- 


fore the court below. We can see no pos-. 


sible objection to this procedure. 


In answering the objection that to per- 
mit suits by subrogees the right of set-off 
or couriter-claim was denied to the United 
States, it was said” that the rights of the 
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subrogee cannot rise above those to whose 
rights he has been subrogated, and no great 
hardship is involved in suing in another 
case for recovery on a counter-claim which 
exceeds the claim of the subrogee. 

Also it has been held that a foreign in- 
surance company can maintain a suit as 
subrogee.” 

The Supreme Court has not as yet ruled 
on any of the questions discussed in this 
article, and what its position will be no 
one can foretell. It does seem that reason 


is on the side of a liberal construction of 
the Tort Claims Act and that both the let- 
ter and spirit of the law should permit suits 
to be brought by insurance companies as 
subrogees. 


™U.S. A. v. S, C. State Highway Dept. et al, 171 
F. (2) 893. 


Some Observations On The New Federal Removal Statute 


By Wayne E. STICHTER 
Toledo, Ohio 


HE STATUTE governing the removal 
of civil causes from state courts to 
United States district courts has been rad- 
ically changed by Section 1441 et seq. of 
the new Judicial Code (Title 28, U. S. C.) 
which became effective September I, 1948. 
The changes wrought have already raised 
certain questions of statutory construction. 
It is the intent of this article to point 
out and discuss some of these questions. 
Inasmuch as diversity of citizenship be- 
tween the parties is the ground on which 
removal is usually predicated we shall limit 
our consideration to those cases involving 
such diversity. Moreover, it will be as- 
sumed in the following discussion that the 
amount in controversy exceeds $3,000.00, 
exclusive of interests and costs. 


I. The Time Within Which to File the 
Removal Petition. 


One of the most significant changes made 
in the new procedure concerns the time 
within which a petition for removal must 
be filed. It will be recalled that under the 
old procedure (28 U. S. C. A., Section 72) 
the pers for removal was required to be 
filed in the state court no later than the 
time required by the laws of the state for 
the removing defendant to answer or plead 
to the declaration or complaint. Under the 
new procedure the petition for removal 


must be filed in the federal court “within 
twenty days after commencement of the ac- 
tion or service of process, whichever is 
later.” (Section 1446 (b).) 

It would seem obvious that the question 
of the exact time when an action filed in 
the state court is deemed commenced or 
when process in such action is deemed 
served must be determined by the law of 
the state where such action is brought, and 
that in any removal case the federal court 
must follow such state law. There will per- 
haps be little difficulty in determining in 
any given case when the action is com- 
menced, but the determination of when 
the service of process has been completed 
may not be so simple. 


The reader’s attention is directed to the 
statutes in force in many states which pro- 
vide for substituted service upon a non- 
resident operator of a motor vehicle by 
serving the summons upon the Secretary of 
State or some similar officer who becomes 
the agent of such operator by virtue of the 
latter’s use of the highways within the state. 
These statutes usually require a copy of 
the summons or some other form of notice 
to be sent to the defendant by registered 
mail at his last known address. 

Where such statutes are brought into 
play (and the service of process is later than 
the commencement of the action), the non- 
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resident defendant is confronted with the 
question of when to begin counting the 
twenty days “after * * * service of process” 
within which he must file his petition for 
removal. This question may assume great 
significance in those cases where, for some 
reason or other, an insured person is slow 
in reporting the receipt of summons to his 
liability insurance carrier. The following 
are a few of the answers which suggest them- 
selves as the starting point for the 20-day 
period: 
a. The date of service upon the Sec- 
retary of State. 
b. The date on which the copy of the 
summons is mailed to the defendant. 
c. The date of actual receipt of sum- 
mons by the defendant. 
d. The date on which the registered 
mail return receipt is received by the 
sending office. 


Suppose, for example, that on March 1 
the Secretary of State is served with the 
summons, that on March 2 a copy of the 
summons is mailed to the non-resident de- 
fendant, that on March $ the defendant re- 
ceives the copy, and that on March 4 the 
registered mail return receipt is received 
by the sending office. In this situation 
would the 20-day period within which the 
removal petition must be filed expire on 
March 21, March 22, March 23, or March 
24? 

In view of the holding of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of 
Wuchter v. Pizzutti, 276 U. S. 13, it is ques- 
tionable whether the 20-day period would 
begin to run from March 1, the date of 
service on the Secretary of State. That case 
clearly indicates that it is essential to the 
validity of a statute providing for service 
on a non-resident motorist that the statute 
must contain such provision as would, if 
followed, be reasonably calculated to com- 
municate to the non-resident automobile 
operator the fact of the service of summons 
on his resident agent, the Secretary of State. 
It necessarily follows that it is essential to 
the validity of the service under such a stat- 
ute that the provision (for the communica- 
tion to the non-resident defendant of the 
fact of service on the Secretary of State) be 
fully complied with. ; 

Whether in any given case the mere mail- 
ing of a copy of the summons to the de- 
fendant at his last known address satisfies 
the statutory requirements, or whether 
there must be actual receipt of the copy of 
the summons by the defendant, or even a 
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filing with the court of a registered mail 
return receipt signed by the defendant or 
his agent, depends upon the terms of the 
particular statute. An interesting case in 
point is Powell v. Knight, 74 F. Supp. 19], 
decided August 15, 1947, by the United 
States District Court for the Eastern Dis. 
trict of Virginia, Richmond Division. Ip 
that case, which was instituted in the fed. 
eral court, plaintiff brought suit for dam. 
ages for personal injuries resulting from a 
collision with an automobile operated by 
the defendant, who was a citizen of the 
State of Texas but who was residing tem. 
porarily in Virginia at the time of the acci- 
dent. —The summons was served on the Di- 
rector of the Division of Motor Vehicles for 
the State of Virginia in accordance with the 
Virginia statute, and a copy of the summons 
was mailed to the home address of the de- 
fendant in Texas. The defendant filed a 
motion to dismiss the suit on the ground 
that she had not actually received a cop 
of the summons so mailed. The court held 
that service was complete at the time that 
the requirement of the statute for the mail- 
ing of such notice to the defendant was ac- 
complished, such requirement being reason- 
ably calculated to give notice to the defend- 
ant of the pendency of the suit. In its 
opinion the court discusses similar statutes 
of other states and makes special note of 
the fact that under the Massachusetts stat- 
ute valid service requires that the defend. 
ant actually receive notice of the pendency 
of the suit. 

The Powell case serves to emphasize the 
fact that the law of the state in which the 
action is brought will govern the federal 
court in its determination of the question 
as to when service is deemed completed 
upon the non-resident defendant. It would 
seem, however, that in those states where 
this question has not been authoritatively 
settled the federal courts should adopt such 
reasonable construction as will tend to per- 
mit, rather than preclude, removal. 


II. The Giving of Written Notice of the 
Filing of the Removal Petition and 
Bond. 


The tel oe cong Code now provides in 


Section 144 


“Upon the filing of such petition and 
bond the defendant or defendants shall 
give written notice thereof to all adverse 
parties and shall file a copy of the peti- 
tion with the clerk of such State court, 
which shall effect the removal and the 


(e) as follows: 
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State court shall proceed no further there- 
in unless the case is remanded.” (Italics 
supplied.) 

Does the word “which” in this subsection 
refer to both the giving of written notice 
and the filing of a copy of the petition, or 
only to the filing of a copy? While the an- 
swer to this question is not clear, the fol- 
lowing discussion will proceed on the the- 
ory that the word “which” modifies both 
of these requirements. 

Section 72 of the former Judicial Code 
required that written notice of the petition 
and bond for removal be given to adverse 
parties “prior to filing the same.” It will 
be noticed that under the new statute such 
written notice to adverse parties must be 
given not prior to but upon the filing of 
the petition and bond for removal. Wheth- 
er the word “upon” in this section means 
“simultaneously with” (that is, on the same 
day), or simply “after,” is a question which 
conceivably can assume great importance in 
certain cases. 

The remarks made by the United States 
District Court for the Eastern District of 
New York in the case of In re Hygrade 
Cake Baking Co., 21 F. Supp. 314, are per- 
tinent with respect to the construction to 
be given the word “upon” in Section 1446 
(e), even though that case dealt with the 
use of that word in the Bankruptcy Act. At 
page 315 of its opinion the court said: 


“* * * The statute says ‘upon the fil- 
ing of said petition’ the judge shall enter 
an order either approving it as properly 
filed or dismissing it; and, while ordinar- 
ily ‘upon’ means immediately, the use of 
the word ‘upon’ in its context indicates 
that the court is required to make a ju- 
dicial determination. What is really 
meant by ‘upon,’ under the circum- 
stances, is, that the determination shall 
be made within a reasonable time and as 

uickly as possible, with due regard to 
the question presented to the court.” 


The word “upon” as used in Section 
1446 (e) was construed by the United States 
District Court for the Eastern District of 
New York, in Donlan v. F. H. McGraw & 
Co., 81 F. Supp. 599, decided December 28, 
1948, as not requiring that the giving of 
notice to adverse parties and the filing of 
a copy of the petition for removal in the 
state court be simultaneous with the filing 
of the petition and bond in the federal 
court. In the Donlan case, the petition and 
bond for removal were filed in the federal 
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court on the twentieth day, as permitted by 
the statute, but not until the following day 
was the required written notice served on 
the plaintiff and a copy of the removal peti- 
tion filed in the state court. The court held 
that there was substantial compliance with 
the statute and overruled the motion to re- 
mand. At page 600 the court said: 


“It is clear that it was not contemplat- 
ed that the removal be considered com- 
plete until the requirements of subdivi- 
sion (e) were complied with. Jt follows 
therefore that in the interim between the 
filing of the petition and bond by the de- 
fendant in the federal court, and the giv- 
ing of notice to the plaintiff and the fil- 
ing of a copy of the petition with the 
clerk of the state court, the plaintiff 
would be free to proceed with the action 
in the state court. He would in no sense 
be stayed. However, there is no require- 
ment that the filing of the petition and 
bond in the federal court and the giving 
of notice to the plaintiff and filing a copy 
of the petition in the state court shall 
effected simultaneously. If then it ap- 
pears, as it does in this case, that the peti- 
tion and bond were filed in this court on 
the twentieth day, and that on the follow- 
ing day, December 8, 1948, papers were 
filed in the office of the County Clerk of 
Queens County, and that on the same 
day copies thereof were served upon the 
attorneys for the plaintiff, and that in the 
interim no step was taken in the state 
court action, there was a practical and 
substantial compliance with the statute.” 
(Italics supplied.) 


The Donlan case gives rise to this query: 
Aside from the question of whether any 
“interim step” is taken in the state court, 
how soon after the removal petition is 
lodged in the federal court must the defend- 
ant give the plaintiff written notice thereof 
and file in the state court a copy of the re- 
moval petition? Two days? Four days? One 
week? One month? 


It will also be observed in the Donlan 
case that no steps were taken by the plain- 
tiff in the state court between the time the 
removal petition and bond were filed in the 
federal court and the time a copy was filed 
in the state court and written notice given 
to the plaintiff, and that the district judge 
attached considerable importance to this 
fact. Should it then be implied that if steps 
had been taken in the state court during 
this interim the district judge would have 
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held that there was not “a practical and 
substantial compliance with the statute?” 
It is of course conceivable that after a de- 
fendant has filed a removal petition and 
bond in the federal court, but before he 
has filed a copy of such petition in the state 
court and given written notice to the plain- 
tiff, the plaintiff might voluntarily dismiss 
his case in the state court without preju- 
dice to a second action, or might amend 
his complaint by reducing the amount 
prayed for to $3,000.00 or less. Or suppose 
that the action taken in the state court in 
the interim (between the time of the filing 
of the removal petition and bond in the 
federal court and the time of the filing of 
a copy in the state court and the giving of 
written notice) consists merely of the filing 
of interrogatories, or of demands for the 
production of documents, or of the like. 
Could the plaintiff by any such steps thwart 
the attempted removal of the case? Would 
it make any difference whether the plain- 
tiff, at the time of the taking of such steps, 
had actual knowledge (even though no 
written notice had been served upon him) 
of the filing of the removal petition in the 
federal court? It would seem that any “in- 
terim step” which does not affect the re- 
moval character of the suit should not oper- 
ate to defeat the removal. 


It is to be observed that in cases involv- 
ing an “interim step” by the plaintiff, it 
may be necessary to determine the exact 
time when removal is complete. Such de- 
termination may in a given case depend 
_— the determination of when the giving 
of written notice is complete. When such 
written notice is mailed, is the giving of 
notice complete (a) at the time it is posted, 
or (b) at the time plaintiff or his attorney 
actually receives it, or (c) at the time the 
notice reaches the address of plaintiff or 
his attorney regardless of whether the no- 
tice comes to his personal attention? It is 
doubtful if the Federal Rules of Civil Pro- 
cedure provide the answer. While Rule 5 
(b) are rage that service of any notice, 
pleading or other paper is “complete upon 
mailing,” the Sixth Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals, in the case of Flowers v. Aetna Cas- 
ualty & Surety Co., 163 F. (2d) 411, said 
that Rule 5 (b) is not applicable for the 
reason that the Federal Rules of Civil Pro- 
cedure apply to removed cases only after 
removal. Accordingly, that court held that 
the written notice required under the old 
removal statute was not deemed served by 
mail until its delivery. 
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III. Separable Controversies and Se 
arate and Independent Claims oy 
Causes of Action. 


There are few problems in this field 
which have raised more confusion and 
which have been more illusory than that 
concerning the removal of cases involving 
separable controversies. Section 71 of the 
former Judicial Code provided in part: 


“* * * And when in any suit men. 
tioned in this section there shall be a 
controversy which is wholly between citi- 
zens of different states, and which can 
be fully determined as between them, 
then either one or more of the defend. 
ants actually interested in such contro- 
versy may remove said suit into the dis. 
trict court of the United States for the 
proper district. * * *” 


The determination of whether there ex- 
isted a controversy which came within the 
purview of this portion of the statute was 
a very complex and difficult problem. Ju- 
dicial interpretations of this sentence were 
varied and irreconcilable. In an apparent 

but perhaps fruitless) attempt to rectify 
this situation, Congress enacted Section 
1441 (b) and (c) of the new Judicial Code: 


“(b) Any civil action of which the dis- 
trict courts have original jurisdiction 
founded on a claim or right arising un- 
der the Constitution, treaties or laws of 
the United States shall be removable 
without regard to the citizenship or resi- 
dence of the parties. Any other such ac- 
tion shall be removable only if none of 
the parties in interest properly joined 
and served as defendants is a citizen of 
the State in which such action is 
brought.” 

ty © Whenever a separate and inde- 
pendent claim or cause of action, which 

would be removable if sued upon alone, 
is joined with one or more otherwise 
non-removable claims or causes of action, 
the entire case may be removed and the 
district court may determine all issues 
therein, or, in its discretion, may remand 
all matters not otherwise within its orig- 
inal jurisdiction.” 

It should be noted at the outset that the 
word “controversy” used in Section 71 does 
not appear in the new statute; instead, a 
new term is employed in Section 1441 (c), 
to wit, “a separate and independent claim 
or cause of action.” By such language Con- 
gress has apparently attempted to make 
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dear that those controversies which are less 
than a whole claim or cause of action upon 
which a separate suit might be brought 
shall not be removable. This is in keeping 
with the judicial interpretation usually 
given to the previous statute, as illustrated 
by the following remarks of the District 
Court for the Northern District of Missis- 
sippi, Eastern Division, in Harrison v. Har- 
rison, 5 F. (2d) 1001, at page 1003: 


“* * * The term ‘controversy,’ as so 
used, means something less than the 
whole suit—that is to say, the cause of 
action, included within the suit, which 
can be separated and disentangled there- 
from—and when so separated and distin- 
guished is of such a character that a sep- 
arate suit might have been brought there- 
on and complete relief afforded without 
the presence of others made plaintiff or 
defendant in the original suit, or with- 
out the joinder of any other controversy 
which is not wholly between citizens of 
different states. In other words, the right 
of removal exists in a case brought in a 
state court in which there are two or 
more controversies or causes of action, 
capable of separation into two or more 
independent suits, one of which contro- 
versies is wholly between citizens of dif- 
ferent states, and in the absence of alle- 
gations of fraud the existence of a sep- 
arable controversy must be determined 
by the state of the pleadings or record in 
the state court at the time of the appli- 
cation for removal, without reference to 
the petition for removal itself.” 


It may be suggested that the phrase “sep- 
arate and independent claim or cause of 
action” could easily be substituted for the 
word “controversy” in the foregoing quota- 
tion without changing in the slightest the 
meaning or effect of the court’s language. 
If this be true, it would seem to follow 
that Section 1441 (c) does not prevent the 
removal of any case or controversy which 
was removable under former Section 71. 

The decisions concerning separable con- 
troversies under the former statute presup- 
posed the joinder of two or more defend- 
ants in a suit, and many of the decisions 
holding that there was not a removable 
separable controversy were predicated on a 
finding that the defendants were properly 
joined. In the new Judicial Code the ques- 
tion of the joinder of parties, as distin- 
guished from the joinder of causes of ac- 
tion, is covered by Section 1441 (b). We 
quote it again: 


“Any civil action of which the district 
courts have original jurisdiction founded 
on a claim or right arising under the Con- 
stitution, treaties or laws of the United 
States shall be removable without regard 
to the citizenship or residence of the par- 
ties. Any other such action shall be re- 
movable only if none of the parties in in- 
terest properly joined and served as de- 
fendants is a citizen of the State in which 
such action is brought.” (Italics sup- 
plied.) 


The question of joinder of causes of ac- 
tion is now governed by Section 1441 (c); 
and we quote it again: 


“Whenever a separate and independent 
claim or cause of action, which would be 
removable if sued upon alone, is joined 
with one or more otherwise non-remov- 
able claims or causes of action, the entire 
case may be removed and the district 
court may determine all issues therein, 
or, in its discretion, may remand all mat- 
ters not otherwise within its original 
jurisdiction.” (Italics supplied.) 


Upon a careful reading of Section 1441 
(b), followed by a careful reading of Sec- 
tion 1441 (c), there may be deduced the 
following propositions: 


a. A non-resident defendant improp- 
erly joined with a resident defendant un- 
der the laws of the state where the suit 
is brought may properly remove the suit, 
regardless of whether the claim or cause 
of action asserted against the non-resi- 
dent defendant is “separate and inde- 
pendent” from that asserted against the 
resident defendant. 

b. A non-resident defendant against 
whom there is asserted a claim or cause 
of action which is separate and independ- 
ent of that asserted against the resident 
defendant may properly remove the en- 
tire suit, regardless of whether the non- 
resident and resident defendants are 
properly joined under the laws of the 
state where the suit is brought. 


It would therefore appear that to effect 
a remand of a suit to the state court the 
plaintiff must show, first, that the defend- 
ants are properly joined and served, and, 
second, that no separate and independent 
claim or cause of action is asserted against 
the non-resident defendant. 

With respect to the latter question, the 
problem is one of defining the phrase “sep- 
arate and independent claim or cause of 
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action.” Under the previous statute a dis- 
tinction was drawn between separate con- 
troversies and separable controversies. It 
has been said that a separate controversy 
is one which is a separate and distinct 
cause of action in and of itself and which 
is joined with another cause of action in 
the same suit only by reason of express 
statutory authorization under the state 
practice, while a separable controvers 

which does not easily lend itself to defini- 
tion) “occurs where an action which was 
regarded as involving but a single cause 
of action even prior to present-day liberal 
joinder provisions nevertheless involves 
more than one ‘controversy.’” 2 Cyc. Fed. 
Proc. 156. 


The problem of what constitutes “a sep- 
arate and independent claim or cause of 
action” may best be illustrated by refer- 
ence to situations involving either (a) sev- 
eral liability, or (b) joint liability, or (c) 
joint and several liability. In a case involv- 
ing a suit against a resident defendant and 
a non-resident defendant who are severally 
liable to plaintiff and who are properly 
joined because of express statutory provi- 
sion, it would seem that the non-resident 
defendant may remove the suit to the fed- 
eral court, plaintiff's cause of action against 
him being “separate and independent” of 
the cause of action asserted against the resi- 
dent defendant. In a case where there are 
two defendants who are jointly, but not 
severally, liable to plaintiff, it appears that 
no removal may properly be effected by 
the non-resident defendant, because his li- 
ability to plaintiff is only a part of plain- 
tiff’s single cause of action against both 
defendants. 


The case involving two defendants who 
are jointly and severally liable offers more 
difficulty, and already the courts are show- 
ing disagreement in the application of Sec- 
tion 1441 (c) to such cases. There have 
been three cases (and possibly four) under 
the new Judicial Code touching upon this 
question. 


In the case of Bentley v. Halliburton Oil 
Well Cementing Co., 81 F. Supp. 323, de- 
cided October 20, 1948, by the District 
Court of the Southern District of Texas, 
Houston Division, a bus passenger, a citi- 
zen of Texas, brought suit for personal in- 
juries against a Texas bus company and a 
Delaware corporation owning a truck which 
collided with the bus in which he was rid- 
ing. In his complaint, plaintiff prayed that 
“he have judgment against the defendants, 
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jointly and severally, for his damages.” The 
Delaware corporation effected a removal of 
the case to the United States district cour 
and plaintiff filed his motion to remand 
the suit to the state court. The motion to 
remand was denied, the court saying: 


“It is perfectly plain that Plaintiff's 
Complaint as against Cementing Com. 
pany presents a ‘separate and independ. 
ent claim or cause of action’ which would 
be removable into this Court if Cement. 
ing Company had alone been sued in the 
State Court.” 


The same Texas court reached the same 
result in the case of Buckholt v. Dow Chem- 
ical Co., 81 F. Supp. 463, decided Decem-. 
ber 16, 1948. This was a wrongful death 
action against five corporations, three of 
them citizens of Delaware, one a citizen of 
Michigan and one a citizen of Texas. The 
plaintiffs also were citizens of Texas, where 
the suit was brought. Plaintiffs’ decedent 
was killed by a shock of electricity from 
electric lines owned and maintained by the 
Texas corporation while he was engaged 
in the course of his employment in the ex- 
cavation and dredging operations being 
performed on behalf of the other defend- 
ants. The case was removed to the federal 
court by two of the non-resident defend- 
ants, and plaintiffs filed a motion to re- 
mand the case. In denying the motion to 
remand the court said, at pages 463-464: 


“It is alleged that Buckholt, Sr., was 
killed by a ‘fatal shock of electricity’ from 
such high power electric lines. Negli- 
gence is charged jointly and severally 
against all of the defendants, i.e.: 

(a) Each defendant is severally charged 
by | ese mane with negligence, and a sev- 
eral recovery is sought against each de- 
fendant. 

(b) The defendants are jointly charged 
by plaintiffs with negligence, and a joint 
recovery is sought against them.” (Ital- 
ics supplied by the court.) 

And again, at page 465: 


“Effect must be given to every part of 
plaintiffs’ pleadings, and it is cages 
plain that plaintiffs by severally suing 
each defendant, as stated, are asserting 
against each a separate and independent 
claim or cause of action, which if sued 
upon alone would be removable by all 
or either of the four defendants, who are 
not citizens of Texas. Except in mechan- 
ical arrangement, the pleadings of plain- 
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tiffs in this case are substantially the 
same as the pleadings of plaintiff in Bent- 
ley v. Halliburton, D. C., 81 F. Supp. 
323. The pleadings in both cases set 
forth claims and causes of action which 
are several and which are separate and 
independent within the meanin of Sec- 
tion 1441 (c).” (Italics supplied by the 
court.) 


In the case of Thomas, Admr., v. Thomp- 
son, 80 F. Supp. 255, decided October 20, 
1948, by the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Arkansas, West- 
ern Division, the plaintiff, a citizen of Ar- 
kansas, brought suit against a non-resident 
railway company and a resident engineer 
who was operating the train involved in 
the collision which was the subject matter 
of the suit, The plaintiff alleged that the 
engineer and the railway corporation, un- 
der the doctrine of respondeat superior, 
were negligent in the operation of the train, 
and also alleged that the railway corpora- 
tion was negligent by reason of the condi- 
tion of the crossing at which the collision 
occurred. The petition for removal was de- 
nied by the court on the theory that the 
plaintiff had set forth a joint cause of ac- 
tion against the two defendants, it being 
alleged that the acts of negligence of the 
defendants complained of were joint and 
concurrent. The court said, at page 226 of 
its opinion: 

“If the resident engineer is a proper 
party to these actions, then the actions must 
remanded to the state court.” 

In a case quite similar on the pleadings 
and facts, English v. Atlantic Coast Line R. 
Co., 80 F. Supp. 681, decided November 9, 
1948, by the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of South Carolina, 
Florence Division, a motion to remand the 
case to the state court was granted. The 
federal court said, at page 682: 


“On the other hand the plaintiffs take 
the position that they allege joint and 
concurrent acts of negligence and that 
while it is true that some of the specifi- 
cations may be construed as several and 
distinct acts by one or the other of the 
defendants, nevertheless they have so 
framed their complaint as to make this a 
joint cause of action. * * * 

“If this position be correct (and I 
think it is) it will be seen that the plain- 
tiffs have distinctly elected to try these 
acts of negligence as joint and concur- 
rent and their decision must be accepted 
on that theory. Under these circum- 
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stances, the resident defendant is a prop- 
er party and the fact that he is a resident 
of South Carolina will defeat the attempt 
to remove from the State to the Federal 
Court.” 


The opinion in the English case refers 
to the new Judicial Code, but it is not clear 
whether the case arose under the former or 
under the present statute. If it arose under 
the former statute, the case of course has 
no value in the considertaion of the ques- 
tion being discussed herein, but if the case 
arose under the new statute, it is in har- 
mony with the Thomas case, which, it is 
quite apparent, is in conflict with the Bent- 
ley and Buckholt cases decided by the Texas 
district court. Moreover, it is to be ob- 
served that the courts in the Thomas and 
English cases failed to consider whether the 
cases were removable under Sub-Section (c) 
of Section 1441, regardless of whether they 
were removable under Sub-Section (b). 

The foregoing decisions challenge the ac- 
curacy of the prophecy made by the reviser 
of the Judicial Code in his comments on 
Section 1441 (c): 


“Subsection (c) permits the removal of 
a separate cause of action but not of a 
separable controversy unless it consti- 
tutes a separate and independent claim 
or cause of action within the original 
jurisdiction of United States District 
Courts. In this respect it will somewhat 
decrease the volume of Federal litiga- 
tion.” (1948 U. S. Code Congressional 
Service, page 1855.) 


In two of these cases—the Bentley and 
the Buckholt cases—it was held that the 
suit was properly removable, whereas in the 
other two cases—the Thomas and the Eng- 
lish cases—it was held that the suit was not 
properly removable. In view of the lan- 
guage used in the old statute and the deci- 
sions construing the same, it seems quite 
likely that had these four cases arisen un- 
der the old statute removal would have 
been properly refused. It therefore remains 
to be seen whether or not the volume of re- . 
moved cases will be increased or decreased 
by reason of the changes effected by Section 
1441 (b) and (c). 

As previously indicated, the foregoing 
discussion is designed to pose only a few of 
the various questions which have come to 
light during the few months the new Judi- 
cial Code has been in effect. It should prove 
interesting to note the future development 
of the case law in this field. 
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Alphabetical Membership List 


(Members in Armed Forces of the United States) 


A 


ABERNATHY, KENNETH—Shawnee, Okla. 
Abernathy & Abernathy 
Masonic Building 
P. O. Box 2054 


ACHEY, WEBSTER S.—Doylestown, Pa. 
104 No. Main Street 


Apams, Haroip J.—Buffalo 2, N. Y. 
Adams, Smith, Brown & Starrett 
705 Walbridge Building 


ApamMs, H. W.—Beloit, Wis. 
Adams & Adams 
203 Public Service Building 


ApaMs, Rosert A.—Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
Dowden, Denny & Adams 
1311-1316 Fletcher Trust Building 


ApaMs, Rosert F.—Mobile 6, Ala. 
McCorvey, Turner, Rogers, Johnstone & Adams 
P. O. Box 1070 


Apas, St. Cia, JR.—New Orleans 12, La. 
St. Clair Adams & Son 
1213 American Bank Building 


Acar, THomas J., K. C._—Toronto, Canada 
General Counsel 
Sun Insurance Office & Affiliated Compamies 
357 Bay Street 


AHLERS, PAUL F.—Des Moines 9, Iowa 
Stipp, Perry, Bannister, Carpenter & Ahlers 
1020 Bankers Trust Building 


AHLVIN, Rospert E.—Kansas City 2, Mo. 
Bruce Dodson and Co. 
2 E. 39th Street 


AIKEN, ArTHUR L.—Fort Wayne 2, Ind. 
J. H. & A. L. Aiken 
221-26 Citizens Trust Building 


Aikins, G. H., K. C.—Winnipeg, Canada 
Aikins, Loftus, MacAulay & Company 
General Counsel, Great West Life Assur. Co. 
Somerset Building 


AITKEN, PuHuuip M.—Lincoln, Neb. 
Woods, Aitken & Aitken 
General Counsel, Woodmen Central Life Ins. Co. 
Woodmen Accident Building 


ALBERT, Mitton A.—Baltimore 3, Md. 
New Amsterdam Casualty Co. 
227 St. Paul Street 


ALEXANDER, E. DEAN—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Alexander, Cholette, Buchanan, 
Conklin 
2217 National Bank Building 


ALLABEN, F. RoLano—Grand Rapids 2, Mich. 
Allaben, Wiarda, Hayes & Hewitt 
408 Federal Square Building 


Perkins & 


ALLEBAUGH, CarL F.—Steubenville, Ohio 
Kinsey and Allebaugh 
Sinclair Building 
Box 249 


ALLISON, JOHN M.—Tampa I, Fla. 
Macfarlane, Ferguson, Allison & Kelly 
612 First National Bank Building 


ALTick, Hucn H.—Dayton 2, Ohio 
Matthews & Altick 
Gas & Electric Building 
25 North Main Street 


ANDERSON, DorMAN C.—Chicago 4, III. 
Continental Casualty Company 
$10 South Michigan Avenue 


ANDERSON, E. B.—Owensboro, Ky. 
First Owensboro Bank Building 
Post Office Box 494 


ANDERSON, Henry Lonpon—Fayetteville, N. C. 
First Citizens’ Bank Building 


ANDERSON, JAMES ALONzO—Shelby, Ohio 
General Counsel 
Shelby Mutual Casualty Company 
23 West Main Street 


ANDERSON, JOHN H., Jr.—Raleigh, N. C. 
Smith, Leach & Anderson 
Security Bank Building 


ANDERSON, JOHN R.—Tupelo, Miss. 
Blair & Anderson 
203 Court Street 


ANDERSON, NEWTON E.—Los Angeles 13, Calif. 
Anderson, McPharlin & Conners 
1017 Rowan Building 
548 South Spring Street 


ANDERSON, R. LANIER, JR.—Macon, Ga. 
Anderson, Anderson & Walker 
421-424 First National Bank Building 


ANDERSON, RicHArD A.—Lake Charles, La. 
McCoy, King, Anderson, Hall & Swift 
515 Weber Building 


ANDERSON, Rosert H.—Miami 6, Fla. 
Loftin, Anderson, Scott, McCarthy & Preston 
Box 1069 


ANDERSON, Roscor—St. Louis 1, Mo. 
Anderson, Gilbert, Wolfort, Allen & Bierman 
705 Olive Street 
Room 701 


ANDERSON, RupOLPH E.—Superior, Wis. 
Hughes & Anderson 
$18 Telegram Building 


ANDERSON, Witsos—Charleston, W. Va. 
Steptoe & Johnson 
608 Kanawha Valley Building 
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ANDREWS, JOHN D.—Hamilton, Ohio 
Andrews & Weiss 
811 Rentschler Building 


Apperson, JouN W.—Memphis 3, Tenn. 
Metcalf, Apperson & Crump 
1830 Exchange Building 


ARMBRECHT, WILLIAM H., Jr.—Mobile 6, Ala. 
Armbrecht, Inge, Twitty & Jackson 
Suite 403, Merchants National Bank Building 


Armstronc, W. P.—Memphis 8, Tenn. 
Armstrong, McCadden, Allen, Braden & Good- 


man 
800 Commerce Title Building 


ArmsTRONG, WALTER P., Jr.—Memphis 3, Tenn. 
Armstrong, McCadden, Allen, Braden & Good 
man 
800 Commerce Title Building 


Arnotp, D. H. Hitt—Elkins, W. Va. 
Box 266 


Arnotp, W. N., JR.—Houston 2, Texas 
Fulbright, Crooker, Freeman & Bates 
1206 Second National Bank Building 


ArnoTe, WALTER J.—McAlester, Okla. 
Arnote, Arnote & Bratton 
$03 Arnote Building 


Arnow, WINSTON E.—Gainesville, Fla. 
Clayton, Arnow & Duncan 


ArrINGTON, W. RusseLt—Chicago §, Ill. 
Arrington, Fiedier & Healy 
135 South LaSalle Street 


ArtH, CHARLES W.—Washington, D. C. 
1426 G Street 
Albee Building 


Asupy, CLARENCE G.—Jacksonville 1, Fla. 
Adair, Kent, Ashby & McNatt 
1503 Barnett National Bank Building 


Askew, Erte B.—St. Petersburg 1, Fla. 
First Federal Building 
Box 1317 


Arxins, C. CLype—Miami $2, Fla. 
Walton, Hubbard, Schroeder, Lantaff & Atkins 
913 Alfred I. Du Pont Building 


Barer, Mitton L.—Buffalo, N. Y. 
Legal Dept. Merchants Mutual Cas. Co. 
Baier & Chamberlain 
268 Main Street 


BaiLey, WILLIAM S.—Harrisburg, Pa. 
Storey & Bailey 
Calder Building 
16 North Market Square 


Bap, R. F.—Fort Wayne, Ind. 
Vice-President & General Counsel 
The Lincoln National Life Ins. Co. 


Baker, G. CLay—Topeka, Kan. 
Baker & Doherty 
501 Columbian Building 
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Baker, HArotp G.—E. St. Louis, Ill. 
Baker, Lesemann, Kagy & Wagner 
511-521 Murphy Building 


Baker, SAM RicE—Montgomery 1, Ala. 
Steiner, Crum & Weil 
First National Bank Building 
Box 668 


BALL, CHARLEs A.—Montgomery 4, Ala. 
Ball & Ball 
First National Bank Building 


BALL, Frep S., Jk.—Montgomery 4, Ala. 
Ball & Ball 
719 First National Bank Building 


BALL, JosepH A.—Long Beach 2, Cal. 
Security Building 


BAMBERGER, Freperick P.—Evansville, Ind. 
Ortmeyer, Bamberger, Ortmeyer & Foreman 
806 Hulman Building 


Bancs, Puitip R.—Grand Forks, N. D. 
Bangs, Hamilton & Bangs 
21544 S. Third Street 


BANNISTER, L. Warp—Denver 2, Colo. 
Bannister, Bannister & Weller 
801-807 Equitable Building 


Barber, A. L.—Little Rock, Ark. 
Barber, Henry & Thurman 
1408-12 Donaghey Building 


BARFIELD, CHARLES V.—San Francisco 4, Cal. 
111 Sutter Street 


BARNARD, Hersert E.—St. Louis 1, Mo. 
Walther, Hecker, O’Herin & Walther 
1316 Mississippi Valley Trust Bldg. 
506 Olive Street 


Barnes, Georce Z.—Peoria 2, Ill. 
Barnes, Anthony & Burhans 
Alliance Life Insurance Co. 
First National Bank Building 


BARNES, J. MACK—Waycross, Ga. 
Parker & Barnes 
518-522 Bunn Building 
Box 823 


BARRETT, JOE C.—Jonesboro, Ark. 
Barrett & Wheatley 
Box 816 


Barry, Epwarp, Jk.—Bloomington, Ill. 
404 Unity Building 


Bartu, Pump C.—Buffalo 2, N. Y. 
520 M & T Building 


BARTLETT, CLARENCE—Owensboro, Ky. 
Woodward, Dawson & Bartlett 
22114 St. Ann Street 

BARTON, JOHN L.—Omaha 2, Neb. 
Brown, Crossman, West, Barton & Quinlan 
1010 First National Bank Building 


BARTON, RoBert M.—St. Petersburg 5, Fla. 
Barton & Barton 
305 Empire Building 
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Bass, LestiE—Knoxville, Tenn. 
800 Burwell Building 


BATEMAN, Haro_p A.—Dallas 1, Texas 
Chrestman, Brundidge, Fountain, Elliott & 
Bateman 
2003 Republic Bank Building 


BaupEr, REGINALD I.—Los Angeles 13, Cal. 
Bauder, Veatch & W. I. Gilbert 
9389 Rowan Building 


Baytor, F. B.—Lincoln 8, Neb. 
Baylor, Evnen & Baylor 
1204 Sharp Building 


BEACH CHARLES GorpoN—LeRoy, Ohio 
Assistant to General Counsel 
Ohio Farmers Insurance Company 


BEACH, JOsePH B.—Stevens Point, Wis. 
Hardware Mutual Casualty Company 
200 Strongs Avenue 


Bearp, Leste P.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Beard & Blue 
1912 American Bank Building 


Beck N. L.—Chicago 4, Ill. 
Continental Casualty Company 
$10 South Michigan Avenue 


Breese, Evcene H.—Honolulu, Hawaii 
Smith, Wild, Beebe & Cades 
Bishop Trust Building 


BEECHWOOD, GEORGE EucENE—Philadelphia 2, Pa. 


Conlen, LaBrum & Beechwood 
1507 Packard Building 


B.—Waterloo, Iowa 
Reed & Beers 
537 Black Building 


Beccs, E. Drxre—Pensacola, Fla. 
Yonge, Beggs & Lane 


BeGote, Art M.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Cary & BeGole 
1822-23 Ford Building 


BEHA, JAMES J.—New York 5, N. Y. 
70 Pine Street 


BELCHER, FRANK B.—Los Angeles 13, Cal. 
Jennings & Belcher 
808 Security Building 


BELL, CHARLES R.—Bowling Green, Ky. 
Bell, Stagner & Orr 
Davenport Building 


BELL, MAjyor T.—Beaumont, Tex. 
Orgain, Bell & Tucker 
404 Gilbert Building 


BELLEMERE, FrED—Kansas City, Mo. 
Bellemere & Bellemere 
Commerce Building 


BENNETHUM, WILLIAM H.—Wilmington, Del. 
Marvel & Morford 
212 Delaware Trust Bldg. 
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BENNETT, HucH M.—Columbus 15, Ohio 
1235 Huntington Bank Building 
17 South High Street 


BENSON, PALMER—St. Paul 2, Minn. 
St. Paul Mercury Indemnity Company 
111 West Fifth Street 


BERMAN, H.—Denver 2, Colo. 
Berman, Lilly & Friedrichs 
720 University Building 


BERMAN, JAcoB H.—Portland 6, Me. 
Berman, Berman & Wernick 
85 Exchange Street 
Box 13, Pearl Street Sta. 


BEernarp, Sitas G.—Asheville, N. C. 
Bernard & Parker 
Provident Mutual Life Ins. Co. of Philadelphia 
Wachovia Bank Building 


Berry, JosepH F.—Hartford 3, Conn. 
Day, Berry & Howard 
750 Main Street 


Best, R. E.—Greensburg, Pa. 
Smith, Best & Horn 
Bank & Trust Building 


Betts, Forrest ArtHUR—Los Angeles 13, Cal. 
Betts, Ely & Loomis 
Suite 708 Security Building 
510 South Spring Street 


Bevertey, WILLIAM WeLsy—Richmond 19, Va. 
Peyton, Beverley, Scott & Randolph 
1203-07 Travelers Building 


Bickrorp, ARTHUR F.—Boston 9, Mass. 
Hurlburt, Jones, Hall & Bickford 
530 Exchange Building 


Bie, WALTER T.—Green Bay, Wis. 
North, Bie, Welsh & Trowbridge 
Suite 509, Bellin Building 


Brenvenu, P. A.—New Orleans 12, La. 
St. Clair Adams & Son 
American Bank Building 


BirkHEAD, CLaupeE V.—San Antonio 5, Texas 
Birkhead, Beckmann, Stanard ® Vance 
1512-1535 Majestic Building 


BIssELLE, MORGAN F.—Utica, N. Y. 
Tucker & Bisselle 
First National Bank Building 


Brack, Barron F.—Norfolk 10, Va. 
Vandeventer & Black 
819 Citizens Bank Building 


BLACKWELL, T. J.—Miami 32, Fla 
Blackwell, Walker & Gray 
First Federal Building 


Barr, JAMES T.—Jefferson City, Mo. 
Bacon Building 


BLAKEY, JAMES C.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Martin, Turner & McWhorter 
Alabama Power Building, 600 N. 18th St. 
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BLALOCK, JAMES T.—Los Angeles 14, Cal. 
Assistant General Counsel 
Pacific Indemnity Company 
621 S$. Hope Street 


BLancueT, Georce ArtHurR—New York City 7 
Bingham, Englar, Jones & Houston 
99 John Street 


Buss, CHARLES E.—Taylorville, Il. 
Hershey & Bliss 
Rambach Building 


Biock, Witton A.—Rochester 4, N. Y. 
Block & Smith 
412 Union Trust Building 


BLooM, Hexsert L.—Chicago 40, Ill. 
Lumbermens Mutual Casyalty Co. 


Mutual Insurance Bldg., 4750 Sheridan Rd. 


*BLount, G. DexTer—Denver 3, Colo. 
165 High Street 


Buz, Georce R.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Beard & Blue 
1912 American Bank Building 


BoppINGTON, Epwarp M.—Kansas City 10, Kan. 


Robertson, Boddington & Emerson 
Suite 1109-1116 Huron Building 


Bopy, RALPH C.—Reading, Pa. 
Body, Muth & Rhoda 
541 Court Street 


Bornt, Hersert F.—Louisville, Ky. 
Davis, Boehl, Viser & Marcus 
Kentucky Home Life Building 


BotsTeR, CHARLES STEPHEN—Boston 10, Mass. 
Bingham, Dana & Gould 
1 Federal Street 


Botte, G. ArTHUR—Atlantic City, N. J. 
Bolte & Repetto 
1516 Atlantic Avenue 


BoMBERGER, CHARLES G.—Hammond, Ind. 
Bomberger, Morthland & Royce 
5248 Hohman Avenue 


Bonn, Grorce H., Sr.—Syracuse 2, N. Y. 
Bond, Schoeneck & King 
1400 State Tower Building 


Bonn, Grorce H. Jr.—Syracuse 2, N. Y. 
Bond, Schoeneck & King 
1400 State Tower Building 


Bono, Ray—Joplin, Missouri 
Joplin National Bank Building 


Boone, W. T.—Missoula, Montana 
Toole & Boone 
607 Montana Building 


Borce.t, E. H.—Milwaukee 2, Wis. 
Quarles, Spence & Quarles 
828 North Broadway 


Boss, Henry M.—Providence 3, R. I. 
Boss & Conlan 
702 Turks Head Building 
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BouLpIN, WALTER—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Martin, Turner & McWhorter 
600 N. 18th Street 


Boutin, J. PrerreE—Quebec City, Canada 
Beaudoin & Boutin 
80 St. Peter Street 


Bow tes, Aubrey R., Jx.—Richmond 19, Va. 
Bowles, Anderson & Boyd 
901 Mutual Building 


BowMAN, Byrne A.—Oklahoma City, Okla. 
418 Commerce Exchange Building 


BoxetL, Ear, E.—Toledo 4, Ohio 
Zachman, Boxell & Torbet 
901-906 Toledo Trust Building 


Boyp, EmMerson—Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
Slaymaker, Locke & Reynolds 
750-760 Consolidated Building 


BRADEN, EMMETT W.—Memphis 3, Tenn. 
Armstrong, McCadden, Allen, Braden & 
Goodman 
800 Commerce Title Building 


Braprorp, ALFRED S.—Appleton, Wis. 
Bradford & Derber 
123 S. Appleton Street 


Brats, F. Puiwipre, K.C.—Montreal, Que., Canada 
Brais, Campbell & De Grandpre 
360 St. James Street, West 


BRANDON, J. CAMPBELL—Butler, Pa. 
Brandon & Brandon 
704 Butler Savings & Trust Building 


Brannon, W. D.—Butler, Pa. 
Brandon & Brandon 
704 Savings and Trust Building 


Braun, Joseph H.—Chicago 1, Ill. 
General Counsel, Inter-Insurance 
Exchange of the Chicago Motor Club 
66 East South Water Street 


BREEN, JOHN M.—Chicago 40, Ill. 
Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Co. 
Mutual Insurance Building 
4750 Sheridan Road 


BREESE, GARFIELD E.—Mason City, Iowa 
Breese & Cornwell 
First National Bank Building 


BRENNER, HucH L.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Brenner & Bouchard 
1248 Northwestern Bank Building 


BRETHORST, STEPHEN W.—Seattle 4, Wash. 
Brethorst, Holman, Fowler & Dewar 
17th Floor, Hoge Building 


BREWER, Epwarp C.—Clarksdale, Miss. 
Brewer & Brewer 
Box 306 


_ BREwster, GEorGE M.—Topeka, Kansas 


Wheeler, Brewster, Hunt & Goodell 
401 Columbian Building 


Bropiz, JoserpH P.—Chicago 2, Ill. 
1 North LaSalle Street 
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Bronson, E. D.—San Francisco 4, Cal. 
Bronson, Bronson & McKinnon 
Mills Tower, 220 Bush Street 


BROOKER, JAMES K.—Bay City, Mich. 
Smith & Brooker 
212-214 Phoenix Building 


BrooKs, JOHN B.—Erie, Pa. 
Brooks, Curtze & Silin 
Suite 610, Marine Bank Building 


Brooks, L. W.—Baton Rouge 2, La. 
Taylor, Porter, Brooks & Fuller 
Louisiana National Bank Building 
P. O. Box 2070 


Brown, C. L.—Miami 32, Fla. 
Brown & Dean 
1101-1104 Pan-American Bank Building 


Brown, CLypE R.—Monroe, La. 
Shotwell & Brown 
712 Ouachita National Bank Building 


Brown, Epmunp S.—Buffalo 2, N. Y. 
Adams, Smith, Brown & Starrett 
705 Walbridge Building 


Brown, FRANKLIN R.—Buffalo 2, N. Y. 
Brown, Kelly, Turner & Symons 
440 M. & T. Building 


Brown, GARFIELD W.—Chicago 1], Ill. 
Brown, Carlson & Kiefer 
919 N. Michigan Avenue 


Brown, GeorcE H.—New York 5, New York 
Mendes & Mount 
27 William Street 


Brown, Howarp D.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Detroit Auto Inter-Insurance Exchange 
400 United Artists Building 


Brown, JAY H.—Austin 21, Texas 
Hart & Brown 
Brown Building 


Brown, Junius C.—Reidsville, N. C. 
and Madison, N. C. 
Box 995 


Brown, Mart—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Monnett, Hayes & Brown 
First National Building 


Brown, Oscar J.—Syracuse 2, N. Y. 
Brown, Mangin & O’Connor 
1603-1604 State Tower Building 


Brown, Roser A., Jr.—St. Joseph 2, Mo. 
Brown, Douglas & Brown 
Tootle-Lacy Bank Building 


Brown, VOLNEY M.—El Paso, Texas 
Kemp, Smith, Brown, Goggin & White 
State National Bank Building 
105 South Oregon Street 


Raown, WiLt1AM Russett—Houston 2, Texas 
Baker, Botts, Andrews & Parish 
1600 Niels Esperson Building 


Browne, Percy N.—Shreveport 94, La. 
Browne, Browne & Bodenheimer 
Box 1533 
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Bryan, WILLIAM LyLe—Atlanta 3, Ga. 
William-Oliver Building 


BucHANAN, G. CAMERON—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Alexander, Cholette, Buchanan, Perkins x 
Conklin 
2217 National Bank Building 


BUCHANAN, WILLIAM D.—Detroit, Mich. 
Lacey, Scroggie, Lacey & Buchanan 
1204 Dime Building 


Buck, Henry W.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Morrison, Nugent, Berger, Hecker & Buck 
17th Floor, Bryant Building 


BUCKINGHAM, LisL—E M.—Akron 8, Ohio 
Buckingham, Doolittle & Burroughs 
Second National Building 


Buist, Grorce L.—Charleston 3, S. C. 
Buist & Buist 
$0 Broad Street 


BuLLA, MERTON M.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Bulla, May & Bynum 
460 First National Building 


Bunce, Grorce C.—Chicago 3, Ill. 
Vogel & Bunge 
Suite 901, Borland Building 
105 S. LaSalle Street 


Bunce, J. C.—LaCrosse, Wis. 
Lees & Bunge 
402 Batavian Bank Building 


BuntTINn, T. E.—Dothan, Ala. 
Baker Building 


BunTin, W. E.—Philadelphia 3, Pa. 
Manufacturers Casualty Insurance Co. 
1617 Pennsylvania Boulevard 


BuNTING, CHARLES T.—Burlington, N. J. 
River Road 


Burke, Gispons—New Orleans 12, La. 
Rosen, Kammer, Wolff, Hopkins & Burke 
1801 Hibernia Bank Building 


Burke, Louis E.—Ann Arbor, Mich. 
Burke, Burke & Smith 
Ann Arbor Trust Building 


Burke, Patrick F.—Phialdelphia 1, Pa. 
V-Pres. Indemnity Ins. Co. of North America 
1600 Arch Street 


Burnett, C. A.—Pittsburg. Kansas 
Keller, Burnett, Owsley & Wilbert 
National Bank Building 


Burns, Epwarp J., Jk.—Utica 2, N. Y. 
Kernan & Kernan 
Devereux Block 


Burns, Georce—Rochester 4, N. Y. 
Burns & Burns 
502 Wilder Building 


BuRNS, LAWRENCE, JR.,—Coshocton, Ohio 
Pomerene & Burns 
Coshocton National Bank Building 
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Burns, Rosert—Jackson 103, Miss. 
Flowers, Brown & Hester 
Capital National Bank Building 
Pp. O. Box 330 


BurNS, STANLEY M.—Dover, N. H. 
Hughes & Burns 
Strafford Bank Building 
Box 366 


Burrett, Davin M.—Freeport, Iil. 
Burrell & Burrell 
2814 West Main Street 


Burris, WiL1AM T.—Pueblo, Colo. 
Burris & Bumgardner 
329-84 Thatcher Building 


Butter, A. Prentiss—New York 7, N. Y. 
60 East 42nd Street 


Butter, CHARLES P.—New York 7, N. Y. 
Assistant General Counsel 
Insurance Company of North America 
99 John Street 


Butter, JAMES A.—Cleveland 15, Ohio 
Bulkley, Butler & Pillen 
520 Bulkley Building 


BuTLer, JOHN F.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Butler & Rinehart 
2616 Ist National Building 


BynuM, Frep W.—Rockingham, N. C. 


c 


CABANISS, JELKS H.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
General Counsel, Protective Life Ins. Co. 
Cabaniss & Johnston 
9th Floor, First National Building 


Caste, C. M.—Lima, Ohio 
Cable & Cable 
Cook Tower 


Cain, Pinckney L.—Columbia F, S. C. 
Thomas, Cain & Black 
1001-1006 Palmetto Building 


CALDWELL, Lester M.—San Francisco 20, 
Asst. V.P. Fireman’s Fund Ind. Co. 
401 California Street 


CampsetL, Hucn B.—Charlotte 2, N. C. 
Tillett & Campbell 
607-13 Law Building 


CAMPBELL, JOHN O.—Marion, Ind. 
Campbell, Gemmill, Browne & Ewer 
520-525 Glass Block 


CAMPBELL, WILLIAM B.—Wilmington, N. 
Poisson, Campbell & Marshall 
Tidewater Building 


CAMPBELL, WM. T.—Philadelphia 7, Pa. 
Swartz, Campbell & Henry 
1724 Lincoln-Liberty Building 


Cannon, Epwin B.—Salt Lake City, Utah 
Stewart, Cannon & Hanson 
1218 Continental Bank Building 
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Cantey, Emory A,—Fort Worth, Texas 
Cantey, Hanger, McKnight & Johnson 
Sinclair Building 


CANTY, FRANK J.—New York, N. Y. 
Associate Counsel U. S. Casualty Company 
60 John Street 


Carey, L. J.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Michigan Mutual Liability Co. 
163 Madison Avenue 


Carey, Ropert—Jersey City 6, N. J. 
Carey & Lane 
26 Journal Square 


Carey, WituiAM D. P.—Hutchinson, Kansas 
Martindell, Carey, Brown & Brabets 
601-606 Wolcott Building 


Caris, A. L.—Ravenna, Ohio 
Loomis, Caris & Jones 
110 East Main Street, Lock Box 787 


CARLISLE, Ropert M.—Spartanburg, S. C. 
Carlisle, Brown & Carlisle 
Merchants & Farmers Bank Building 


CARLSON, ALPHON N.—Brockton 7, Mass. 
231 Main Street 


CARMAN, Rosert R.—Baltimore 2, Md. 
Carman, Anderson & Barnes 
901 Maryland Trust Building 


CARRINGTON, Epwarp C.—Beaumont, Texas 
1112 Goodhue Building 


CARROLL, HAROLD J.—Minneapolis 1, Minn. 
Mordaunt & Carroll 
628 Midland Bank Building 


CARROLL, WALTER R.—Camden, N. J. 
Carroll & Taylor 
S.W. Cor. 4th & Market Streets 


CARSTARPHEN, Harry—Hannibal. Mo 
203 Hannibal Trust Company Building 


Cary, Grorce H.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Cary & BeGole 
1822-23 Ford Building 


Catucart, E. Kemp—Baltimore 3, Md. 
Maryland Casualty Company 
701 West 40th Street 


CATINNA, WALTER L.—Hartford, Ky. 
Woodward, Dawson, Bartlett & Catinna 


CATLIN, Frank D.—Los Angeles 13, Cal. 
Catlin & Catlin 
433 South Spring Street 


CATLIN, Henry W.—Los Angeles 13, Cal. 
Catlin & Catlin 
433 South Spring Street 


CAvERLY, RAYMOND N.—New York 8, N. Y. 
Caverly, Dimond, Dwyer & Lawler 
V-Pres. Fidelity & Cas Co. of New York 
80 Maiden Lane 


Ceci, LAMAR—Beaumont, Texas 
Cecil & Keith 
Perlstein Building 





Page 116 


CHALMERS, WILLIAM W.—Chicago 3, III. 
Counsel, Zurich General Accident & Liability 
Insurance Company 
135 South LaSalle Street, Room 400 


CHANEY, PAuL P.—Falls City, Nebraska 
First National Bank Building 


CHAPMAN, LAwRENCE—Chicago 4, IIl. 
121 West Adams Street 


CnHeex, ALEx—Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Cheek, Chambers, Cheek & Cheek 
707 Commerce Exchange Building 


Cueek, JAMES C.—Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Cheek, Chambers, Cheek & Cheek 
707 Commerce Exchange Building 


CHERRINGTON, HENRY W.—Gallipolis, Ohio 
K. of P. Building 


CHILCOTE, SANFORD MARSHALL--Pittsburgh 19, Pa. 
Dickie, Robinson & McCamey 
2415 Grant Building 


CHOLETTE, PAUL E.—Grand Rapids 2, Mich. 
Alexander, Cholette, Buchanan, Perkins & 
Conklin 
10th Floor, Peoples National Bank Building 


Curistovicn, ALvin R.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Christovich & Kearney 
1915 American Bank Building 


CLARK, JAMEs E.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
London & Yancey 
10th Floor, Massey Building 


Ciark, Ray W.—Muncie, Ind. 
Warner, Clark & Warner 
403 Western Reserve Building 


Ciark, W. J.—Manitowac, Wis. 
Nash & Nash 
Manitowac Savings Bank Building 


CLARKE, RusH C.—North Platte, Nebraska 
Beatty, Clarke & Murphy 
212 North Dewey 


CLAUSEN, DonALD N.—Chicago 3, Ill. 
Clausen, Hirsh & Miller 
135 S. LaSalle Street 


Crayton, E. A.—Gainesville, Fla. 
Clayton, Arnow & Duncan 
Miller Building 


Cieary, G. J.—Omaha, Neb. 
Atty, Mutual Benefit Health & Accident Asso. 
Cleary, Horan, Skutt & Davis 
P. O. Box 1298 


CLENNON, EuGENE M.—Boston 9, Mass. 
Massachusetts Bonding & Ins. Co. 
Liability Claims Department 
10 Post Office Square 


CuiFForD, CLARK M.—Washington, D. C. 
JoThe White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 


Cunz, Eart—Lincoln 8, Neb. 
Cline, Williams & Wright 
703 First National Bank Building 
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Copourn, Frank M.—Toledo 4, Ohio 
Welles, Kelsey, Fuller, Cobourn & Harrington 
8th Floor, Ohio Building 


Cocuran, A. D.—Okmulgee, Okla. 
Cochran & Noble 
McCulloch Building 
Box 2207 


Copy, WeLBorn B.—Atlanta 3, Ga. 
Smith, Kilpatrick, Cody, Rogers & McCatchey 
1045 Hurt Building 


Cor, LAurENCE S.—Rice Lake, Wis. 
Coe & Cameron 
Jacobson Block 


Corr, Darwin D.—Denver 2, Colo. 
422 Midland Savings Building 


Cote, CHARLES J.—Toledo 4, Ohio 
Kirkbride, Cole, Frease & Mittendorf 
Suite 937 Spitzer Building 


Core, Maurice Y.—Atlantic City, N. J. 
Cole & Cole 
Guarantee Trust Building 


Coxe, Rosert L., Jx.—Houston 2, Texas 
Cole, Patterson, Cole & McDaniel 
Citizens State Bank Building 


COLEMAN, FLETCHER B.—Bloomington, III. 
State Farm Mutual Insurance Company 
State Farm Mutual Building 


CoLFLesH, R. W.—Des Moines, Iowa 
Parrish, Guthrie, Colflesh & O’Brien 
900 Register and Tribune Building 


Cotmery, Harry W.—Topeka, Kansas 
Gen. Counsel, Pioneer Natl. Life Ins. Co. 
National Bank of Topeka Building 


Comss, Hucn D.—Baltimore 3, Md. 
United States Fidelity & Guaranty Co. 
Calvert & Redwood Streets 


CONNERS, JOHN J., JR.—Albany 7, N. Y. 
Ainsworth & Sullivan 
State Bank Building 


Conroy, Francis P.—Jacksonville, Fla. 
Marks, Gray, Yates & Conroy 
1321 Graham Building 
P. O. Box 447 


Conway, JAMEs D.—Hastings, Neb. 
Blackledge & Conway 
Tribune Building 


CONWELL, JoserH S.—Philadelphia 10, Pa. 
Pepper, Bodine, Stokes & Schoch 
2225-42 Land Title Building 


Cook, Jo D.—Seattle 1, Wash. 
Shank, Belt, Rode & Cook 
217 Pine Street 


Cook, Rosert A. B.—Boston 10, Mass. 
Phipps, Durgin & Cook 
75 Federal Street 


Coo.tey, ARTHUR E.—San Francisco 4, Cal. 
Cooley, Crowley & Gaither 
333 Montgomery Street 
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per, GEORGE J.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
— General Counsel, Michigan 
Mutual Liability Company 
168 Madison Avenue 


Cooper, Harry P., Jx.—Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
Bredell & Cooper one 
1356-58 Consolidated Building 
115 North Pennsylvania Street 


Coorer, THOMAS D.—Burlington, N. C. 
Cooper, Sanders & Holt 
Security National Bank Building 


Corz, KenNeTH B.—Canton 2, Ohio 
Day, Cope, Ketterer, Raley & Wright 
1110 First National Bank Building 


Corette, Rosert D.—Butte, Mont. 
Corette & Corette 
422 Hennessy Building 


Coutt, JosepH—Newark 2, N. J. 
Coult, Satz, Morse & Coult 
744 Broad Street 


Coutter, CLARK C.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Penobscot Building 


CovincTon, J. A., J.—Meridian, Miss. 
Snow & Covington 
Threefoot Building 
P. O. Box 786 


Cox, BerkeLey—Hartford, Conn. 
Aetna Life Insurance Company 
151 Farmington Avenue 


Cox, Gorpon V.—Bismayck, N. D. 
Cox, Cox & Pearce 
Little Building, Lock Box 29 


Cox, L. C—New York City 
Great American Indemnity Co. 
1 Liberty Street, P. O. Box 255 


Cox, TayLor H.—Knoxville 02, Tenn. 
Poore, Cox, Baker & McAuley 
301 Fidelity—Bankers Trust Building 
P. O. Box 1708 


Cox, WiLLIAM H. D.—Newark 2, N. J. 
Cox & Walburg 
Raymond Commerce Building 
11 Commerce Street 


Craic, WitLarp L.—Minneapolis 1, Minn. 
Claim Manager & Home Office Counsel 
Underwriters at Lloyds of Minneapolis 
1210 McKnight Building 


CRANE, WILLIAM E.—Saginaw, Mich. 
Crane & Crane 
308-9 Second National Bank Bldg. 


CRAUGH, JOsEPH P.—Utica, N. Y. 
First National Bank Building 


CrawForp, Mito H.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Crawford, Sweeny & Dodd 
Dime Bank Building 


CREEDE, FRANK J.—San Francisco, Cal. 
Keith, Creede & Sedgwick 
1217 Mills Tower 
220 Bush Street 
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CRENSHAW, Fites—Montgomery 4, Ala. 
First National Bank Building 


CRENSHAW, JAcCK—Montgomery 4, Ala. 
First National Bank Building 


Criver, Jor, Jx.—Los Angeles 14, Cal. 
Crider, Runkle & Tilson 
650 South Spring Street 


Crites, E. D.—Chadron, Neb. 
E, D. & F. A. Crites 
Lock Box 1276 


Crospy, Caruiste C.—Oakland, Calif. 
Hagar, Crosby & Crosby 
1421 Central Bank Building 


CrossMAN, RAYMOND M.—Omaha 2, Neb. 


Brown, Crossman, West, Barton & Quinlan 


1010 First National Bank Building 
Crowe, V. P.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 


Embry, Johnson, Crowe, Tolbert & Shelton 


640 First National Bank Building 


Crowtey, S. A.—Fort Worth 2, Texas 
Holloway, Crowley & Hudson 
1108 Commercial Standard Building 


CROWNOVER, ARTHUR, JR.—Nashville 3, Tenn. 
Watkins & Crownover 
723-25-27 Stahlman Building 


Cutt, Frank X.—Cleveland 15, Ohio 
Hauxhurst, Inglis, Sharp & Cull 
630 Bulkley Building 


Cummins, Ray E.—St. Paul 1, Minn. 
Cummins, Cummins & Christianson 
$30 Minnesota Building 


CUNNINGHAM, Frep D.—Chicago 4, Ill. 
Fireman’s Fund Indemnity Company 
A-735 Insurance Exchange Building 
175 West Jackson Boulevard 


Curt, Joseph R.—Wheeling, W. Va. 
Erskine, Palmer & Curl 
710 Riley Law Building 


Curran, Ray W.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Suite 218, Reliance Building 
216 East 10th Street 


Curran, Rospert Emmetr—New York 4, N. Y. 
50 Broadway 


Curtis, CHARLES E.—Leroy, Ohio 
General Counsel 
Ohio Farmers Insurance Company 


Curtis, Henry B.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Curtis, Hall & Foster 
406 Marine Building 


Curtis, L, R.—Louisville 2, Ky. 
Curtis & Curtis 
802 Marion E. Taylor Building 


CurTNeR, CLIFFoRD R.—Dayton 2, Ohio 
Suite 1012-1018 Third National Building 


CusHMAN, Epwarp H.—Philadelphia 9, Pa. 
Fidelity Philadelphia Trust Building 
123 South Broad Street 
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Cusick, MARTIN E.—Sharon, Pa. 
Service, McNeal & Cusick 
107 East State Street 


D 


Daccetr, C. E.—Marianna, Ark. 
Daggett & Daggett 
Daggett Building 


Daum, Jacos A.—Kalamazoo 8, Mich. 
Jackson, Fitzgerald, Dalm, Ninis, Sage & 
Wheeler 
219 W. Lovell Street 


Datze.i, R. D.—Pittsburgh 19, Pa. 
Dalzell, McFall, Pringle & Bredin 
450 Fourth Avenue 


Dames, Rosert D.—Jamestown, N. D. 
Chase & Dames 
McElroy Building 
Box 879 


DAMMANN, J. Francis—Chicago 3, Ill. 
Wilson & Mcllvaine 
120 West Adams Street 


Dana, Paut C.—San Francisco 4, Cal. 
Dana, Bledsoe & Smith 
440 Montgomery Street 


DaniEL, C. ErskinE—Spartanburg, S. C. 
Daniel & Russell 
Cleveland Law Building 


DanrEL, Topp—Philadelphia 2, Pa. 
V-Pres., Keystone Auto. Club Cas. Co. 
Suite 1402-1420 Walnut Street 


DAVENPORT, LEROY BENJAMIN—Cleveland 138, Ohio 


McKeehan, Merrick, Arter & Stewart 
28th Floor, Terminal Tower 


Davison, Cart F.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Davidson & Kaess 
2034 National Bank Building 


Davipson, W1Lu1AM C., K.C.—Toronto 2, Ont., Can. 


1003 Lumsden Building 

Davies, FRANK W.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Davies & Williams 
508-13 Watts Building 


Davis, Frep L.—Parkersburg, W. Va. 
Ambler, McCluer & Davis 
P. O. Box 311, 306 Juliana Street 


Davis, Linpsey M.—Nashville 3, Tenn. 
Hume, Howard, Davis & Gale 
707 American Trust Building 


Davis, PARKE—Tulsa, Okla. 
Insurors Indemnity & Insurance Co. 
Box 1769 


Davis, RONALD L.—Monroe, La. 
Theus, Grisham, Davis & Leigh 
402 Bernhardt Building 


Davis, STEPHEN T.—Winchester, Ky. 
Benton & Davis 


Dawson, CHARLES I.—Louisville 2, Ky. 
Bullett, Dawson & Tarrant 
Kentucky Home Life Building 


DEEGAN, JAMES F.—Hartford, Conn. 
1000 Asylum Avenue 


DeEJARNETTE, H. Rem—Miami 32, Fla. 
Dixon, DeJarnette & Bradford 
908 First National Bank Building 


DeLacy, G. L.—Omaha 2, Neb. 
Kennedy, Holland, DeLacy & Svoboda 
1502-12 City National Bank Building 


DeLaney, WILLIAM F. Jr.—New York 7, N. Y, 


New York Reinsurance Manager for Fairfield 


& Ellis 
79 John Street 


Dempsey, JAMES—White Plains, N. Y. 
Northcourt Building 


Dempsey, PETER E.—Columbus 15, Ohic 
Knepper, White & Dempsey 
5 East Long Street 


Dempsey, Ray C.—Oshkosh, Wis. 
Bouck, Hilton & Dempsey 
First National Bank Building 


DENMEAD, GARNER W.—Baltimore 3, Md. 
Vice President and General Counsel, 
New Amsterdam Casualty Co. 


Denne, R. Grecory—Hartford 15, Conn. 
National Fire Group 
1000 Asylum Avenue 


Denson, N. D.—Opelika, Ala. 
Denson & Denson 


Dent, Louis Lee—Chicago 4, Il. 
Dent, Weichelt & Hampton 
1111 The Rookery, 209 S. LaSalle St. 


DeNnT, Rosert L.—Vicksburg, Miss. 
Dent & Ward 
411-414 Merchants National Bank Bldg. 


DeTWEILeR, Georce H.—Philadelphia 2, Pa. 
2518-27 Lewis Tower 
15th & Locust Streets 


DeutscH, Freperick M.—Norfolk, Neb. 
0119 So. 4th Street 
Macy Building 

DeviNE, MAuRIcE F.—Manchester, N. H. 
Devine & Millimet 
201-211 Bell Bidg., 922 Elm Street 


Dew, W. Braxton—Hartford, Conn. 
Aetna Casualty & Surety Co. 


Dickie, J. Roy—Pittsburgh 19, Pa. 
Dickie, Robinson & McCamey 
2415 Grant Building 


DreuM, ELtis RAYMoNnD—Cleveland 14, Ohio 
Klein, Diehm & Diehm 
1156 Union Commerce Bldg. 


Dimonp, HeRBerT F.—New York 7, N. Y. 
Caverly, Dimond, Dwyer & Lawler 


Supervising Atty., Fidelity & Cas. Co. of N. Y 


27 Cedar Street j 
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DinkeLsPieL, MARTIN J.—San Francisco 4, Calif. 


Dinkelspiel & Dinkelspiel 
14th Floor, Pacific National Bank Bldg. 
333 Montgomery Street 


Divetzess, HAROLD L.—Phoenix, Ariz. 
Gust, Rosenfeld & Divelbess 
Professional Building 


pix, Froyp E.—Terre Haute, Ind. 
Dix & Dix 
402 Star Building 


Dixon, JaMEs A.—Miami 82, Fla. 
Dixon, DeJarnette & Bradford 
908 First National Bank Building 


Doar, W. T.—New Richmond, Wis. 
Doar & Knowles 


Dossins, R. F.—Champaign, III. 
Dobbins, Dobbins & Fraker 
502-10 First National Bank Bldg. 


Dopp, Lester P.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Crawford, Sweeny & Dodd 
Dime Bank Building 


Dopson, Torrey DeWitr—New York 10, N. Y. 
Atty., Metropolitan Life Ins. Co. 
1 Madison Avenue 


Don CarLos, HARLAN S.—Hartford, Conn. 
Travelers Insurance Company 
700 Main Street 


Donovan, JAMES B.—New York, N. Y. 
60 John Street 


Doran, M. Epwarp—South Bend 11, Ind. 
Doran & Manion 
403-409 St. Joseph Bank Building 


DortcH, WM. B.—Gadsden, Ala. 
Dortch, Allen & Swann 
112 Court Street 


Doten, Rocer D.—Chicago 4, IIl. 
Dent, Weichelt & Hampton 
1111 The Rookery, 209 S. LaSalle St. 


Doucner, THomMaAs A.—Columbus 15, Ohio 
Wiles & Doucher 
Huntington National Bank Bldg. 


DoucHEerty, GLENN R.—Milwaukee 3, Wis. 
Dougherty, Arnold & Waters 
llth Floor, Empire Building 


DoucHERTY, JoHN E.—York, Neb. 
Kirkpatrick & Dougherty 
First National Bank Building 


Dovucias, RicHarp L.—St. Joseph 2, Mo. 
Brown, Douglas & Brown 
Tootle-Lacy Bank Building 


Downs, WALTER W.—Hartford, Conn. 
Hartford Accident & Indemnity Co. 


Doyte, Lewis R.—Lincoln 8, Neb. 
1303 Sharp Building 


Drewry, W. SHEPHERD—Richmond 2, Va. 
Wallerstein, Goode, Drewry & Adamson 
Travelers’ Building 
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DrieMEYER, Henry—East St. Louis, Ill. 
Pope & Driemeyer 
First National Bank Building 
$27 Missouri Avenue 


DRISCOLL, JOHN GERALD, JR.—San Diego 1, Cal. 
Gray, Cary, Ames & Driscoll 
Bank of America Building. 


Dup.ey, J. B.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Dudley, Duvall & Dudley 
Suite 1501, APCO Tower 


DuccaN, Ben O., Jr.—Chattanooga, Tenn. 
Kefauver & Duggan 
316 Chattanooga Bank Building 


Duke, W. E.—Charlottesville, Va. 
Duke & Duke 
Court Square Building 


Duty, Franx E.—Hartford, Conn. 
Travelers Insurance Company 
700 Main Street 


DuMouttn, L. St. M.—Vancouver, B. C., Canada 
Russell & DuMoulin 
10th Floor Credit Fancier Building 
850 West Hastings Street 


Dunn, EvAns—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Bowers, Dixon & Dunn 
1120 Comer Building 


*Dunn, RALPH P.—Washington, D. C. 
Woodward Building 


DUNN, VARDAMAN S.—Jackson 105, Miss. 
Lotterhos, Travis Dunn 
Standard Life Building 


Dupree, FRANKLIN T., JR.—Raleigh, N. C. 
607 Odd Fellows Building 


Duque, Henry—Los Angeles 14, Cal. 
Adams, Duque & Hazeltine 
523 West 6th—Room 1479 


DurHaM, F, H.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Durham & Swanson 
1440 Northwestern Bank Building 


Dutton, W. L.—Cedar Rapids, Iowa 
Iowa Mutual Liability Ins. Co. 
512 Second Avenue, East 


DuvaLL, Duxe—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Dudley, Duvall & Dudley 
1501 APCO Tower 


Dyer, Davin W.—Miami 382, Fla. 
Smathers, Thompson, Maxwell & Dyer 
1301 Du Pont Building 


Dysarp, W. H.—Ashland, Ky 
Dysard & Dysard 
Second National Bank Building 
P. O. Box 551 


Eacer, Henry I.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Blackmar, Newkirk, Eager, Swanson & Midgley 
906 Commerce Building 
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Eacer, Pat H., Jr.—Jackson 105, Miss. 
Watkins & 
1001 Standard Life Building 


EARNEST, RoBertT L.—West Palm Beach, Fila. 
Earnest, Lewis & Smith 
Guaranty Building, Box 1111 


EBELING, Puitip C.—Dayton 2, Ohio 
Pickrel, Shaeffer & Ebeling 
608-625 Gas & Electric Building 


EBERLE, J. Louts—Boise, Idaho 
Richards & Haga 
Idaho Building 


EGGENBERGER, WILLIAM J.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
1615 Dime Building 


EKERN, HERMAN L.—Chicago 2, II. 
Ekern, Meyers & Matthias 
1 North LaSalle Street 


ELDREDGE, RALPH R.—Marquette, Mich. 
Eldredge & Eldredge 
302 Kaufman Building 


E.uioTtr, RopertT RAYMOND—Boston 10, Mass. 
60 Batterymarch Street 


ELy, WALTER—Los Angeles 13, Calif. 
Betts, Ely & Loomis 
708 Security Building 
510 South Spring Street 


Ety, WAYNE-—St. Louis 2, Mo. 
Ely & Ely 
10th Floor, Commerce Building 


Emery, NorMAN A.—Youngstown 3, Ohio 
Harrington, Huxley & Smith 
1200 Mahoning Bank Building 


Emison, Ewinc—Vincennes, Ind. 
Emison & Emison 
Vincennes Savings Building 


EMMERT, DupLEY O’NEAL—Manitowoc, Wis. 
Emmert & Croy 
Manitowoc Savings Bank Building 


ENGELHARD, L. M.—LaCrosse, Wis. 
Lees & Bunge 
402 Batavian Bank Building 


Epton, Hicks—Wewoka, Okla. 
Horsley, Epton & Culp 
Cutlip Building 


Evans, WALTER G.—New York 7, N. Y. 
Evans, Rees & Orr 
220 Broadway 


Evans, WILLIAM W.—Patterson 1, N. J. 
Evans, Hand & Evans 
129 Market Street 


Everson, E. L.—Green Bay, Wis. 
Everson, Ryan & Whitney 
101 Columbus Building 


Ewinc, Boyp—Nevada, Mo. 
Ewing, Ewing & Ewing 
Farm & Home Building 
22314 West Cherry Street 
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Ewinc, Lynn M.—Nevada, Mo. 
Ewing, Ewing & Ewing 
Farm & Home Building 
22314 West Cherry Street 


F 


Fats, Gervais W.—Columbus 15, Ohio 
Benoy & Sebastian 
50 West Broad Street 


FARABAUGH, GALLITZEN A.—South Bend 11, Ind. 
Farabaugh, Pettengill, Chapleau & Roper 
301-309 St. Joseph Bank Building 


FARBER, JOHN A.—Omaha, Neb. 
President & General Counsel 
Service Life Insurance Company 
Corner Farnam & 19th Streets 


FARNHAM, JOHN H.—Syracuse, N. Y. 
Farnham, Martineau & Gorman 
517 City Bank Building 


Fauve, Joun P.—Hartford, Conn. 
Aetna Life Affiliated Companies 
151 Farmington Avenue 


Femnour, JOHN G.—Harrisburg, Pa. 
Pennsylvania Threshermen & Farmers’ Mutual 
Casualty Insurance Company 
325-333 South 18th Street 


Fetters, JAMES D.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Suits & Fellers 
1412 .APCO Tower 


Fenerty, Rospert Lioyp Doutt—Calgary, Alberta, 
Canada 
Fenerty, Fenerty, Bessemer & McGillivray 
203 Insurance Exchange Building 


FENNER, CHARLES PAYNE, JR.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Montgomery, Fenner & Brown 
1103-6 Maritime Building 


Fercuson, CHESTER H.—Tampa I, Fla. 
Macfarlane, Ferguson, Allison & Kelly 
P. O. Box 1531 
First National Bank Building 


Fercuson, D. Net—Ocala, Fla. 
Professional Building 


Frepter, Georce—Chicago 3, Ill. 
Arrington, Fiedler & Healy 
135 South LaSalle Street 


Fre_p, Ex1as—Boston 9, Mass. 
Brown, Field, McCarthy & Field 
15 State Street 


Frecps, Ernest W.—New York City 
Asst. Gen. Counsel, U. S. Guarantee Co. 
90 John Street 


FILiATRAULT, V. W.—Ravenna, Ohio 
Filiatrault & Horne 
10514 East Main Street 


Fit_more, F. §.—Des Moines 9, lowa 
Whitfield, Musgrave, Selvy & Fillmore 
616 Insurance Exchange Building 
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finn, WitL1AM A.—Toledo 4, Ohio 
929-934 Edison Building 


FINNEGAN, THOMAS J.—New York 7, N. Y. 
90 John Street 


finney, J. A.—Xenia, Ohio 
Miller & Finney 
Allen Building 


Fisuer, CLETUS A.—New Philadelphia, Ohio 
Fisher, Smith & Renner 
The Ohio Savings & Trust Building 


Fisuer, WiLLIAM—Pensacola, Fla. 
Fisher, Fisher, Hepner & Fitzpatrick 
Florida National Bank Building 


Fisher, WILiIAM, JR.—Pensacola, Fla. 
Fisher, Fisher, Hepner & Fitzpatrick 
Florida National Bank Building 


Fircn, CuesteR P.—Portsmouth, Ohio 
Miller, Searl & Fitch 
402 Masonic Temple 


FirzuucH, Mittsaps—Memphis, Tenn. 
Fitzhugh, Murrah & Fitzhugh 
2105 Sterick Building 


Firzpatrick, WILLIAM F.—Syracuse, N. Y. 
Bond, Schoeneck & King 
1400 State Tower Building 


FLANDERS, BERT, JR.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Jones, Flanders, Waechter & Walker 
842 Canal Building 


FLeminc, Epwarp E.—Miami 32, Fla. 
Murrell, Fleming & Flowers 
1218 DuPont Building 


Fietcuer, A. J.—Raleigh, N. C. 
Odd Fellows Building 
Post Office Box 1406 


FLETCHER, WILLIAM H., Jr.—Jamestown, N. Y. 
General Counsel, Empire State Mutual Life 
Ins. Co. 
315 North Main Street 


FLuty, Hotty W.—New York 7, N. Y. 
Counsel, General Reinsurance Corporation 
90 John Street 


FLYNN, JAMES F.—Sandusky, Ohio 
Flynn, Py & Kruse 
Eagles Building, Box 900 


FoLtey, FRANK D.—Columbus, Ga. 
Foley & Chappell 
Columbus Bank & Trust Co. Bldg. 


Fotey, GeraLp T.—Newark 2, N. J. 
Foley & Francis 
Raymond Commerce Building 


Fotey, MicHArL A.—Philadelphia 2, Pa. 
1804 Finance Building 


Fo.ts, Ausrey F.—Chattanooga 2, Tenn. 
Thomas, Folts & Brammer 
Suite 610 James Building 


Forp, Byron Epwarp—Columbus 15, Ohio 
Vorys, Sater, Seymour & Pease 
52 East Gay Street 
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Forp, Locan—Dallas 1, Texas 
Burford, Ryburn, Hincks & Ford 
711 Interurban Building 


Foster, JOHN C.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Curtis, Hall & Foster 
711 American Bank Building 


Foster, Joun E.—Columbus 16, Ohio 
Farm Bureau Mutual Auto Ins. Co. 
246 N. High Street 


Fow.Ler, Copy—Tampa 2, Fla. 
Fowler, White, Gillen, Yancey & Humkey 
Citizens Building 


Fow er, Rex H.—Des Moines, Iowa 
Bradshaw, Fowler, Proctor & Fairgrave 
Suite 510, Crocker Building 


Fox, Epwarp J., Jr.—Easton, Pa. 
Fox & Oldt 
308-311 Easton Trust Building 


Fraizer, C. C.—Lincoln, Neb. 
428 Lincoln Liberty Life Building 


FRANCIS, MARSHALL H.—Steubenville, Ohio 
Francis, Irvine, Hayes & Cooper 
Sinclair Building 


FRANKLIN, J. A.—Fort Myers, Fla. 
Henderson, Franklin, Starnes & Holt 
Collier Building 


Fraser, WILLIAM C.—Omaha 2, Neb. 
Fraser, Connolly, Crofoot & Wenstrand 
637 Omaha National Bank Building 


Frater, Georce E.—Columbus, Ohio 
Vorys, Sater, Seymour & Pease 
52 E. Gay Street 


FRAzerR, JAMES N.—Atlanta 3, Ga. 
Powell, Goldstein, Frazer & Murphy 
Citizens & Southern National Bank Bldg. 


FRAZIER, LAKE JENKINS—Roswell, N. Mex. 
Frazier & Quantius 
123 W. Fourth Street 
Post Office Box 942 


FrEDERICKS, ALANSON ROswELL—New York 5, N. Y. 
American Surety Company 
100 Broadway 


FREEMAN, FLAvius B.—Springfield, Mo. 
Neale, Newman, Neale, Freeman & Wampler 
705 Woodruff Building 


FREEMAN, JOHN H.—Houston 2, Texas 
Fulbright, Crooker, Freeman & Bates 
1206 Second National Bank Building 


FREEMAN, MAHLON A.—New York City 
Hamilton & Freeman 
100 Broadway 


FREEMAN, WM. H.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Freeman & King 
1167 Northwestern Bank Building 


FRENCH, GLENDON E.—Chicago 6, III. 
Liberty Mutual Insurance Company 
20 N. Wacker Drive, Room 740 
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Frost, NorMAN B.—Washington, D. C. Gay, THoMas BENJAMIN—Richmond 12, Va, 
Frost, Myers & Towers Hunton, Williams, Anderson, Gay & Moore 
605 Southern Building Electric Building 


Fry, W. WALLACE—Mexico, Mo. Geer, ARTHUR B.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Fry, Edwards & Wright Meagher, Geer & Markham 
123 East Jackson Street 
GENRICH, Frep W., Jr.—Wausau, Wisc. 
FULCHER, Epwin Dent—Augusta, Ga. Genrich & Terwilliger 
Fulcher & Fulcher Security Building 
402-4 Marion Building 403 Fourth Street 


FULLER, Frep E.—Toledo 4, Ohio Grorce, HERMON N.—Youngstown 3, Ohio 
Welles, Kelsey, Fuller, Cobourn & Harrington Mahoning Bank Building 


8th Floor, Ohio Building 
GiLBert, Cart H.—Sante Fe, N. M. 
Furru, Joun D., Jr.—Reno, Nev. Bishop Building 
Pike, McLaughlin & Furrh 


309 First National Bank Building Gren, WittiAM A.—Tampa 2, Fla. 
Fowler, White, Gillen, Yancey & Humkey 


1002 Citizens Building 


G 
’ : Gutespiz, Louis F.—Springfield, Il. 
GALBRAITH, JAMES W.—Mansfield, Ohio Gillespie, Burke & Gillespie 
1003-1005 Farmers Bank Building 504 Reisch Building 


GALLAGHER, BERNARD J.—Washington 5, D. C. Giuespiz, Rosert G.—Meridian, Miss. 
Hendry, Gallagher & Thompson Gillespie & Minniece 
525 Union Trust Building 217 Rosenbaum Bldg. 


GALLAGHER, DoNALD—Albany 7, N. Y. Ginsserc, Grorce J.—Alexandria, La. 
Brown & Gallagher ? 
901 Home Savings Bank Building Gist, Howarp B.—Alexandria 5, La. 
11 North Pearl Street Gist, Thornton & Murchison 
Guaranty Bank Building 
GALLAGHER, LASHER BARRINGTON—Los Angeles 13. Box 1006 
California 
458 South Spring Street GLeason, GAy—Boston 7, Mass. 
: G. C. Employers Liab. Assur. Corp. 
GAMBRELL, E. SMyYTHE—Atlanta 3, Ga. 110 Milk Street 
Gambrell, Harlan & Barwick 
Suite 825 Goppin, JoHN C.—Richmond 19, Va. 
The Citizens & Southern Nat. Bank Bldg. Shewmake, Gary, Hardy & Goddin 
1203 State Planters Bank Building 
GANTNER, GEorce—St. Louis 2, Mo. E 
Asst. Gen. Counsel, Utilities Insurance Co. GotpsmiTH, Kart—Pierre, S. D. 


4th Floor, Pierce Building Martens & Goldsmith 
Pierre National Bank Building 


GARDERE, GEORGE P.—Dallas 1, Texas ‘ 
Leachman, Matthews & Gardere Gonewer, G. P.—Ashland, Ohio 
509 Republic Bank Building First National Bank Building 


GarrETT, JAMES W.—Montgomery 1, Ala. Goncwer, J. H.—Mansfield, Ohio 
Rushton, Stakely & Johnston 407-408 Farmers Bank Building 


box py we Goocn, J. A. (Tiny)—Fort Worth 2, Texas 


: Cantey, Hanger, McMahon, McKnight & 
Garrity, STANLEY—Kansas City, Mo. Johnson 
Caldwell, Downing, Noble & Garrity Sinclair Building 
2000 Fidelity Building 
GoopELL, Lester M.—Topeka, Kansas 
Gaavey, Joseph M.—St. Joseph 2, Mo. Wheeler, Brewster, Hunt & Goodell 
5th and Francis Streets 401 Columbian Building 


Goren, Baynes Eees--Gteable Cy, tad. Goopwin, RussELt B.—Wheeling, W. Va. 


Gates & Gates ; itt & Spi 
Farmers Loan & Trust Company Building 300 Riley Pigg Se _— 


Gates, Cassius E.—Seattle 4, Wash. . 
Bogle, Bogle & Gates Gorpon, Grorce L.—Kansas City 6. Mo. 


609 Central Building Kem, Gordon, Gilmore & Cook 
1608 Federal Reserve Bank Building 
Gates, Louis R.—Kansas City 12, Kansas 


406-410 Commerce National Bank Building _— poet Lent Adton, 1, Mass. 
ice Fres. a viser, 


Gay, CoLEMAN—Austin 16, Texas Monarch Life Insurance Co. 
1208 Capital National Bank Building 365 State Street 
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Gorton, VICTOR C.—Chicago 6, Ill. 
General Counsel, Allstate Insurance Co. 
90 North Wacker Drive 


Goutp, CHARLES P.—Los Angeles 14, Calif. 
Spray, Gould, Duckett & Bowers 
727 West 7th Street 


Gover, CHARLES H.—Charlotte 2, N. C. 
500 Law Building 


Gowan, W. C.—Dallas 1, Texas 
Carrington, Gowan, Johnson & Walker 
1900 Mercantile Bank Building 


GraHAM, JoHN C.—Hartford 15, Conn. 
Aetna Casualty & Surety Company 
151 Farmington Avenue 


GRAHAME, ORVILLE F.—Worcester, Mass. 
Mass. Protective Companies 
18 Chestnut Street 


Grant, CHARLES H., K.C.—Edmonton, Alberta, Can. 


Grant & Stewart 
513 McLeod Building 


Graves, R. B.—Wisconsin Rapids, Wis. 
Brazeau & Graves 
Mead-Witter Building, Box 67 


Gray, Harry T.—Jacksonville 1, Fla. 
Marks, Gray, Yates & Conroy 
1321 Graham Building 


Green, ALFreD A.—Daytona Beach, Fla. 
Green & West 
224 South Beach Street 
P. O. Box 430 


Green, CHARLES W.—Rochester 4, N. Y. 
Strang, Bodine, Wright & Combs 
800 Powers Building 


GreENE, Harry L.—Atlanta, Ga. 
Neely, Marshall & Greene 
Hurt Building 


GresHAM, NeEwTon—Houston 2, Texas 
Fulbright, Crooker, Freeman & Bates 
llth Floor, 2nd National Bank Building 


Grissom, PINKNEY—Dallas 1, Texas 
Thompson, Knight, Harris, Wright & Weisberg 
Republic Bank Building 


Groce, Josh H.—San Antonio 5, Texas 
Eskridge & Groce 
911 Frost National Bank Building 


GROETZINGER, WALKER—St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul Mercury Indemnity Company 
5th and Washington Streets 


Grooms, Hosart—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Spain, Gillon, Grooms & Young 
408 First National Building 


Gross, DANIEL J.—Omaha 2, Neb. 
Farm Credit Building 


Gruss, KENNETH P.—Milwaukee 2, Wis. 
Quarles, Spence & Quarles 
828 North Broadway 
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GUESMER, ARNOLD L.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Guesmer, Carson & MacGregor 
Roanoke Building 


GuiHerR, JAMEs M.—Clarksburg (also Charleston) 
26, W. Va. 
Steptoe & Johnson 
Union National Bank Building 


Guttp, CHARLES Ketiy, K. C.—Vancouver, 
British Columbia 
Locke, Guild, Lane, Sheppard & Yule 
701 Rogers Building, 470 Granville Street 


GUINTHER, Rosert—Akron 8, Ohio 
Slabaugh, Guinther, Jeter & Pflueger 
329 Second National Building 


GunBy, GeorceE—Monroe, La. 
Sholars & Gunby 
512 Bernhardt Building 


Gurney, J. THomas—Orlando, Fla. 
Suite 305 First National Bank Building 


GUTHRIE, THOMAS J.—Des Moines, Iowa 
Parrish, Guthrie, Colflesh & O’Brien 
902 Register and Tribune Building 


Guy, Rosert D.—K.C., Winnipeg, Man., Can. 
Guy, Chappell, DuVall & McCrea 
Electric Railway Chambers 


H 


Haas, Rosert E.—Allentown, Pa. 
502 Hamilton Street 


HABERMAN, PHILLtip W. Jr.—New York City 4 
Proskauer, Rose, Goetz & Mendelsohn 
11 Broadway 


HAGAN, J. Foster—Arlington, Va. 
1423 North Court House Road 


HAIRE, J. Russett—Newport, R. I. 
Sheffield & Harvey 
223 Thames Street 
P. O. Box 133 


HALL, Rosert E.—Hartford 15, Conn. 
The Aetna Casualty & Surety Co. 
151 Farmington Avenue 


HAMILTON, J. B., JR.—Owatonna, Minn. 
General Casualty Claims Manager 
Mutual Implement & Hardware Ins. Co. 


HAMILTON, JOHN S., JR.—Chicago 11, Ill. 
Brown, Carlson & Kiefer 
American Mutual Alliance 
919 North Michigan Avenue 


Hammett, H. L.—New Orleans 12, La. 
428 Whitney Bank Building 


HAMMOND, J. TEDFoRD—Benton Harbor, Mich. 
204-5 Robinson Building 
P. O. Box 26 


HAMPTON, JOHN P.—Chicago 4, Il. 
Dent, Weichelt & Hampton 
1111 The Rookery 
209 South LaSalle Street 
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Hamrick, Frep D.—Rutherfordton, N. C. 
Hamrick & Hamrick 
Drawer 470 


HAnpby, JOHN F.—Springfield, Mass. 
General Counsel 


Massachusetts Mutual Life Insurance Company 


1295 State Street 


HANNAH, RICHARDS WesLEY—New York 7, N. Y: 


Attorney of Record for Gen. Acc. 
Fire & Life Assurance Company 
99 John Street 


HANSON, Frep B.—Chicago 3, Ill. 
Hanson & Doyle 
135 South LaSalle Street 


HARDIE, THORNTON—E] Paso, Texas 
Jones, Hardie, Grambling & Howell 
Bassett Tower, Box 153 


Harpin, CALvin Evans, JR.—Baton Rouge 6, La. 


Durett & Hardin 
Louisiana National Bank Building 


HARGRAVE, Hersert W. J.—Bay Shore, N, Y. 
Davis, Vickers & Hargrave 
83 East Main Street 


HARPENDING, A. H.—Elmira, New York 
Mandeville, Buck, Teeter & Harpending 
521-529 Robinson Building 


Harper, H. C.—Sioux City 15, lowa 
Harper, Gleysteen & Nelson 
612-620 Trimble Building 


HARRINGTON, MARK H.—Denver 2, Colo. 
Shuteran, Robinson & Harrington 
812 The Equitable Building 


Harris, WALTER W.—Scranton 3, Pa. 
O'Malley, Hill, Harris & Harris 
Scranton Electric Building 


HARRISON, WALTER V.—Baltimore 2, Md. 
1200 Mercantile Trust Building 


Hart, LAWRENCE E.—Madison 3, Wis. 
Wilkie, Toebaas, Hart & Jackman 
111 South Hamilton Street 


Hart, Raymonp Boyp—Lansing 7, Mich. 
Warner & Hart 
526 Mutual Building 


HARTER, JOSEPH Morton—Columbus 15, Ohio 
44 East Broad Street 


HARTMAN, CHARLES C.—Baltimore 3, Md. 
New Amsterdam Casualty Company 
227 St. Paul Street 


HARTSHORN, Epwin S.—Asheville, N. C. 
706 Public Service Building 


Harvey, THomaAs P.—Hartford 15, Conn. 
Travelers Insurance Company 
700 Main Street 


Hassett, WM. D.—Buffalo 2, N. Y. 
Brown, Kelly, Turner & Symons 
440 M. & T. Building 
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HAWKINS, KENNETH B.—Chicago 4, Il. 
Cassels, Potter & Bentley 
1060 The Rookery 


HawortnH, Horace S.—High Point, N. C. 
Roberson, Haworth & Reese 
Wachovia Bank & Trust Co. Bldg. 


Hayes, GERALD P.—Milwaukee 2, Wis. 
Bendinger, Hayes & Kluwin 
735 North Water Street 


Haynes, Davin C.—Youngstown, Ohio 
1000 City Bank Building 


Heap, WALTON O.—Dallas 1, Texas 
Texas Employers’ Insurance Association 
Box 2759 


HeaFrey, Epwin A.—Oakland 12, Calif. 
Clark & Heafey 
1102 Latham Square Building 


HeaAcey, Georce—Lincoln 8, Neb. 
Davis, Stubbs & Healey 
1521 Sharp Building 


Hearty, T. J.—New York, N. Y. 
Mendes & Mount 
27 William Street 


HEARD, MANNING W.—Hartford, Conn. 
Hartford Accident Indemnity Company 
690 Asylum Avenue 


Hesert, Ferix—Providence, R. I. 
Suite 702, Turks Head Building 


Hecker, HArotp F.—St. Louis 1, Mo. 
Walther, Hecker, O’Herin & Walther 
1316 Mississippi Valley Trust Building 
506 Olive Street 


*HEFFERNAN, HENRY J.—Augusta, Ga. 
Marion Building 


Hert, Carrot, R.—Racine, Wis. 
Heft & Burgess 
201 Sixth Street 


HEIDELBERG, R. W.—Hattiesburg, Miss. 
Heidelberg & Roberts 
5th Floor, Citizens Bank Building 


HEILMAN, FERDINAND D.—Saginaw, Mich. 
Heilman & Purcell 
Bearinger Building 


HEISKELL, A. LONGSTREET—Memphis, Tenn. 


Chandler, Shepherd, Heiskell & Williams 


711 First National Bank Building 


Hemry, Lestiz P.—Boston 16, Mass. 
Vice-President & General Counsel 
American Mutual Lia. Ins. Co. 
142 Berkeley Street 


HENDERSON, Epwarp—Ventura, Calif. 
208 Bank of America Building 


HENDERSON, JOSEPH W.—Philadelphia 2, Pa. 
Rawle & Henderson 
1910 Packard Building 


HENprRICK, LEon F.—Jackson, Miss. 
Standard Life Building 
P. O. Box 906 
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HENEGHAN, GEORGE E.—St. Louis 2, Mo. HorrMan, H. B.—Great Falls, Montana 
Bishop, Claiborne & Heneghan 501-503 First National Bank Building 


418 Olive Street HoFFMAN, WALTER E.—Norfolk 10, Va. 


Hentey, WiLt1AM S.—Hazlehurst, Miss. Breeden & Hoffman 
Henley, Jones & Woodliff 1107-13 National Bank of Commerce Bldg. 


Box 509 Horrstot, W. H. Jr.—Kansas City, Mo. 
HENNINGER, ZENO F.—Butler, Pa. Morrison, Nugent, Berger, Hecker & Buck 
Henninger, Shumaker & Kiester 1701 Bryant Building 


6 West Diamond St. Hotianp, Rosert B.—Dallas 1, Texas 


‘ Strasburger, Price, Holland, Kelton & Miller 
Henry, Douctas—Nashville, Tenn. pape 
Tyne, Peebles, Henry & Tyne 300 Gulf States Building 
National Building Hoiman, B. E.—Fayetteville, Tenn. 
Holman, Holman & Matthews 


Henry, E. A.—Little Rock, Ark. h : 
Barber, Henry & Thurman Northeast Corner Public Square 


* 1408-12 Donaghey Building Hoimes, Georce MAyYNARD—Aberdeen, Miss. 
McFarland & Holmes 


Henry, JoHN A.—Chicago 4, Ill. 133 Eas , 
Continental Casualty Company * f SS 


$10 South Michigan Avenue HOLT, PARKER—Fort Myers, Fla. 
Henderson, Franklin, Starnes & Holt 

HenseL, Eucenet L.—Columbus, Ohio Collier Building, Box 1111 

8 East Long Street 

Hon, Gatnes—Los Angeles 15, Calif. 

Hersey, Harry B.—Taylorville, Tl. Hon & Jarrett 

Hershey & Bliss 315 West Ninth Street, Suite 717 

Rambach Building 
Hoopes, C. A.—Marysville, Ohio 

Hoopes, Sanders & Hoopes 

12714 West Fifth Street, Box 186 


Hey, CLARENCE W.—Peoria 2, Ill. 
Heyl, Royster & Voelker 
809 Central National Bank Building 
, W. Brown—Uniontown, Pa. Horn, CLinton M.—Cleveland 13, Ohio 
ae Lewellyn ry Higbee McKeehan, Merrick, Arter & Stewart 


604 Second National Bank Building 28th Floor, Terminal Tower 


Horn, Hersert—Atlantic City, N. J. 
Lloyd and Horn 
1421 Atlantic Avenue 


Horner, J. M., Jr.—Asheville, N. C. 
708 Jackson Building 


Howarp, Frank—Worcester, Mass. 


Hiccins, Grove LAwreNnce—Syracuse 2, N. Y. 
Higgins, Kelsen, O'Hara & Young 
441 Onondaga Co. Savings Bank Bldg. 


Hichtower, H. G.—Cincinnati 2, Ohio 
1008 Fourth National Bank Bldg. 


HicinsoTHoM, Paut N.—Baltimore, Md. > 
723 Munsey Building Proctor, Killeen & Howard 


$90 Main Street 
ee ~<a naan Howe, CHARLes Cook, Jr.—Jacksonville 2, Fla 


McCarthy, Lane & Howell 
Hines, Leon L.—Benkelman, Neb. 601 Atlantic National Bank Building 


HinsHaw, JosepH—Chicago 2, Ill. Howe._, Epwarp—Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Hinshaw & Culbertson Howell, Dierker & Smith 
1 North LaSalle Street 2420 First National Bank Building 


HitssHew, H. O.—Parkersburg, W. Va. HoweLi, WiLu1AM D.—Cleveland 14, Ohio 
Russell, Hiteshew, Adams & Hickel Howell, Roberts & Stapleton 
205% Fourth Street 1026 Guardian Building 


Hosson, J. P. Jr.—Pikeville, Ky. Husparp, Moses G. JRr.—Utica, N. Y. 
Hobson & Scott Fuller, Brown, Hubbard & Felt 
First National Bank Building 1119-26 First National Bank Building 


Hosson, Ropert P.—Louisville 2, Ky. Hupson, DoucLas—Fort Scott, Kan. 
Woodward, Hobson & Fulton Hudson & Hudson 
1805-26 Kentucky Home Life Building Suite 5, Marble Building 


Hocker, Lon Jr.—St. Louis 1, Mo. Huccarp, RicHarp—Columbus, Ohio 
Jones, Hocker, Gladney & Grand 16 East Broad Street 


407 North 8th Street , 
HucHEs, JAMES W.—Los Angeles 54, Calif. 
Hovces, Ear S.—Springfield, Ill. Farmers Automobile Ins. Exchange 
601-4 Leland Office Building 4680 Wilshire Boulevard 
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Hucues, JoHN H.—Syracuse 2, N. Y. 
Mackenzie, Smith & Michell 
Onondaga County Savings Bank Bldg. 


Hucus, WricntT—Wheeling, W. Va. 
Schmidt, Hugus & Laas 
Central Union Trust Building 


HUuLEN, Mrs. ELIZABETH—Jackson 105, Miss. 
Watkins & Eager 
Standard Life Building 


Hui, JAMEs M. Jr.—Augusta, Ga. 
Hull, Barrett, Willingham & Towill 
1015-1021 Southern Finance Building 


HuMKEy, WALTER—Miami, Fla. 
Fowler, White, Gillen, Yancey & Humkey 
620 Seybold Building 


Hunt, CHaArtes L.—Concordia, Kas. 
Hunt & Baldwin 
20214 West Sixth Street 


Hunt, Rotto F.—Duluth 2, Minn. 
Hunt, Palmer & Hood 
800 Lonsdale Building 


Hunter, JAY T.—Peoria 2, Ill. 
Hunter, Kavanaugh, McLaughlin & Bond 
718 Commercial National Bank Building 


Hunter, RicHarp N.—Waukesha, Wis. 
Lowry, Hunter & Frame 
252 South Street 


Hutcuins, Frep §.—Winston-Salem, N. C. 
Deal & Hutchins 
Reynolds Building 


Hype, Rosert C.—Poplar Bluff, Mo. 
State Bank Building 


HYMAN, Witu1AM A.—New York 7, N. Y. 
111 Fulton Street 


Hynes, JoHN F.—Des Moines 7, lowa 
Employers Mutual Casualty Company 
210 7th Street 


I 


INGLE, JOHN J.—Winston-Salem, N. C. 
Ingle, Rucker & Ingle 
Wachovia Bank Building 


IRVINE, JOHN E.—Steubenville, Ohio 
Smith, Francis & Irvine 
Sinclair Building 


J 


Jackson, H. CLarr—Kalamazoo 8, Mich. 
Jackson, Fitzgerald & Dalm 
219 West Lovell Street 


Jackson, J. KirKMAN—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Jackson, Rives & Pettus 
812-21 Massey Building 


Jackson, THomas B.—Charleston 22, W. Va. 
Jackson, Kelly, Morrison & Moxley 
1601 Kanawah Valley Building 
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Jacosson, Howarv H.—New Rochelle, N. y, 
30 Eastchester Road 


JAcosson, STANLEY V.—Milwaukee 2, Wis. 
720 East Wisconsin Avenue 


JAINSEN, Witson C.—Hartford, Conn. 
Hartford Acc. & Ind. Co. 
690 Asylum Street 


James, CHARLES V.—Norwich, Conn. 
Brown & James 
303 Thayer Building 


James, J. B.—Greenville, N. C. 
P. O. Box 53 


James, Murray G.—Wilmington, N. C. 
James & James 
609 Murchison Building 


JAMeEson, W. J.—Billings, Mont. 
Coleman, Jameson & Lamey 
Electric Building, Box 2109 


Jamieson, Rosert G.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Brown, Jamieson, MacLean, Dyll & Marentay 
400 United Artists Building 


Jamison, Rosert H.—Cleveland 14, Ohio 
Garfield, Baldwin, Jamison, Hope & Ulrich 
1425 Guardian Building 


January, SAMUEL M.—Denver 2, Colo. 
January & Yegge 
604 Equitable Building 


Jarrett, JosepH W.—Los Angeles 15, Calif. 
Hon & Jarrett 
315 West 9th Street 


Jennincs, Clayton F.—Lansing 8, Mich. 
Shields, Ballard, Jennings & Bishop 
1400 Olds Tower Building 


Jennincs, DALE C.—Pittsburgh 19, Pa. 
1106-10 Berger Building 


Jounson, E. M.—Lumberton, N. C. 
Johnson & Johnson 
Johnson Building. Box 1097 


Jounson, F. Carter, Jr.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Porteous & Johnson 
2011 American Bank Building 


JouNson, Harotp A.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Bodman, Longley, Bogle, Armstrong & Dahling 
1400 Buhl Bldg. 


Jounson, Lowett R.—Kansas City, Mo. 
Johnson & Davis 
412 Commerce Building 


Jounson, Russet, V.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
France, Johnson, Gordon & Cook 
1706 First National Building 


Jounston, JoHN E.—Greenville, S. C. 
Franklin National Life Building 


Jones, C. BAxTER—Macon, Ga. 
Jones, Jones & Sparks 
1007-1020 Persons Building 
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ones, DEVANE Kinc—Tuscaloosa, Ala. 
Jones, Dominick & McEachin 
Alston Building 


ones, EpmunD L.—Washington 5, D. C. 
Hogan & Hartson 
810 Colorado Building 


Jones, JosEPH MeErrick—New Orleans 12, La. 
Jones, Flanders, Waechter & Walker 
$42 Canal Building 


Jones, L. Barretr—Jackson 113, Miss. 
Jones & Ray 
614 Lamar Building 


Jones, Tomas Lewis—Pittsburgh 19, Pa. 
1204 Grant Building 


Jorpan, Birkett F.—Gainesville,, Fla. 
230 East Main South 
P. O. Box 123 


Jorvan, Joun Y. Jr.—Asheville, N. C. 
Jordon & Horner 
Jackson Building 


JORDAN, Wetcu—Greensboro, N. C. 
816 Jefferson Standard Building 
P. O. Box 2213 


Juutan, Leo S.—Miami 32, Fla. 
Shutts, Bowen, Simmons, Prevatt & Julian 
800 First National Bank Building 


K 


Kavyk, Davin J.—Chicago 3, Ill. 
Lord, Bissell & Kadyk 
135 South LaSalle Street 


Kaun, Grorce—Seattle 4, Wash. 
Kahin, Carmody & Pearson 
Central Building 


Kanes, WittiAM A.—Wichita 2, Kansas 
Cowan, Kahrs & Nelson 
624 Fourth National Bank Building 


KAMMER, ALFRED CHARLES—New Orleans 12, La. 
Rosen, Kammer, Wolff, Hopkins & Burke 
1801 Hibernia Bank Building 


Karr, PAyNe—Seattle 1, Wash. 
Karr, Karr & Tuttle 
Room 1210, 1411 4th Avenue Building 


KasporF, CuirForp C.—Milwaukee 3, Wisc. 
Kivett & Kasdorf 
Plankinton Building, Suite 7164 


Kearney, J. L.—Los Angeles 15, Calif. 
Kearney, McCartney & Scott 
958 South Flower Street 


KEARNEY, WILLIAM JAMES JR.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Christovich & Kearney 
American Bank Building 


KEARSLEY, HERBERT J.—Boston 9, Mass. 
Manager, New England Claim Dept. London 
Guarantee & Acc. Co. & Phoenix Ind. Co. 
141 Milk Street 
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KEENAN, THomMAS W.—Shenandoah, Iowa 
Keenan & Clovis 
Box 3 


KEITH, QUENTIN—Beaumont, Texas 
Cecil & Keith 
Perlstein Building 


KELLER, A. Bruce—Pittsburg, Kan. 
Keller, Burnett, Owsley & Wilbert 
204 National Bank Building 


KELLER, PAUL E.—Chicago 90, Ill. 
Benefit Association of Railway Employees 
901 Montrose Avenue, P. O. Box 790 


KELLEY, JAMES E.—St. Paul 2, Minn. 
Bundlie, Kelley, Finley & Maun 
425 Hamm Building 


KELLEY, THoMAs D.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
635 Dwight Building 
1004 Baltimore 


KeL__y, AmBrose B.—Providence 1, R. I. 
Associate General Counsel 
Associated Factory Mutual Fire Insurance 
Companies 
512 Turks Head Building 


KeLty, Frep H.—Mattoon, IIl. 
Craig & Craig 
1803 Broadway 


Ket_y, T. PAYNE, JR.—Tampa I, Fila. 
Macfarlane, Ferguson, Allison & Kelly 
First National Bank Building 


KeL_y, Witu1AmM A.—Akron 8, Ohio 
Wise, Roetzel, Maxon, Kelly & Andress 
1110 First National Tower 


Kemper, ALBERT S., JR.—Bluefield, West Va. 
Richardson & Kemper 
Law and Commerce Building 


Kemper, W. L.—Houston 2, Texas 
Kemper, Wilson & Schmidt 
517 Shell Building 


KENLINE, H. C.—Dubuque, Iowa 
Kenline, Roedell, Hoffman & Reynolds 
418 Bank & Insurance Building 


KENNEDY, FRANK H.—Charlotte 2, N. C. 
706-10 Law Building 


KENNEDY, Hayes—Chicago 4, IIl. 
Ryan, Condon & Livingston 
231 South LaSalle Street, Room 983 


KERNAN, WARNICK J.—Utica 2, N. Y. 
Kernan & Kernan 
Devereaux Block 


Kerr, NELSON R.—Baltimore 3, Md. 
Attorney, New Amsterdam Cas. Co. 
227 St. Paul Place 


Kerr, WILLIAM L.—Midland, Texas 
Whitaker, Turpin, Kerr, Smith & Brooks 
Box 913, First National Bank Building 


KETTERER, JOHN G.—Canton 2, Ohio 
Day, Cope, Ketterer, Raley & Wright 
1110 First National Bank Building 
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KIGHTLINGER, Paut E.—Warren, Ohio 
301-2 Union Savings & Trust Building 


Kitey, Witt1aM D.—Oneida, N. Y. 
180 Main Street 
Oneida Savings Bank Building 


Kinc, Atvin O.—Lake Charles, La. 
McCoy, King, Anderson, Hall & Swift 
515 Weber Building 


KinG, JoHN C.—Chicago 4, Il. 
Continental Casualty Company 
$10 South Michigan Avenue 


Kinc, Outtver K.—White Plains, N. Y. 
Peoples Bank Building 


KIPLINGER, JOHN H.—Rushville, Ind. 
Kiplinger & Kiplinger 
American National Bank Building 


KirTLanp, Ricnarp L.—Los Angeles, Cal. 
Reed & Kirtland 
639 South Spring Street 


KissaM, Leo T.—New York City 5 
20 Pine Street 


KistTNER, JOHN R.—Cleveland, Ohio 
1128 Leader Building 


Kitcn, Joun R.—Chicago 3, Ill. 
President, Security Mutual Cas. Co. 


105 South LaSalle Street, Borland Bldg. 


Kittre__, R. G.—Henderson, N. C. 
Perry & Kittrell 
Law Building 


Kivetr, Austin W.—Milwaukee 3, Wis. 
Kivett & Kasdorf 
Suite 7164 
Plankinton Building 


Kiaw, ABEL—Wilmington, Del. 
DuPont Building 
1616 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 


Kuen, Geracp B.—Tulsa 3, Okla. 
Disney, Houston & Klein 
209 Drew Building 


Kein, RicHarp Henry—Sunbury, Pa. 
230 Market Street 


Kone, Pure C.—Chicago 3, II. 
Klohr & Merrick 
105 South LaSalle Street 


KLOSTERMEYER, Howarp R.—Charleston 21, 
Spilman, Thomas & Battle 
P. O. Box 273 


KLuwin, JoHN A.—Milwaukee 2, Wis. 
Bendinger, Hayes & Kluwin 
735 North Water Street 


Knapp, Frank J.—Houston, Texas 
Butler, Binion, Rice & Cook 
30th Floor, Gulf Building 


Kneprer, Witu1AM E.—Columbus 15, Ohio 
Knepper, White & Dempsey 
5 East Long Street 
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KNIGHT, DEweY—Miami $2. Fla. 
Knight, Underwood & Cullen 
1117 Ingraham Building 


KNIGHT, Harry S.—Sunbury, Pa. 
Bittner Trust Building 


KNIGHT, WILLIAM D.—Rockford, III. 
Central National Bank Building 


KNOWLES, WILLIAM F.—Kansas City 6, Mo 
Sprinkle & Knowles 
Suite 515, Lathrop Building 


KNUDSON, BENNETT O.—Albert Lea, Minn. 
Meighen, Knudson & Sturtz 
First National Bank Building 


Kocu, Roscoz R.—Philadelphia 1, Pa. 
Asst. Gen. Counsel, Ins. Co. of N. Ame: 
1600 Arch Street 


Koontz, Paut G.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Kemp, Koontz, Clagett & Norquist 
904 Insurance Exchange Building 


KorsaN, PeTer J.—Philadelphia 6, Pa. 
c/o Fire Association of Philadelphia 
401 Walnut Strect 


KOTTGEN, Hrecror—New York 7, N. Y. 
General Reinsurance Corporation 
90 John Street 


Kramer, Donato W.—Binghamton, N. Y. 
Kramer, Night & Wales 
Security Mutual Building 


KRISTELLER, LioneL, P.—Newark 2, N. J. 
Kristeller & Zucker 
744 Broad Street 


KunNn, Epwarp W.—Memphis 3, Tenn. 
McDonald & McDonald 
1118 Commerce Title Building 


KuHNS, BARTON H.—Omaha 2, Neb. 
Finlayson, McKie & Kuhns 
800-807 First National Bank Building 


L 


LaBruM, J. Harry—Philadelphia 2, Pa. 
Conlen, LaBrum & Beechwood 
1507 Packard Building 


Lacey, RALPH B.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Lacey, Scroggie, Lacey & Buchanan 
Dime Building 


Lacey, Rosert B.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Lacey, Scroggie, Lacey & Buchanan 
1204 Dime Building 


Lacoste, Rocer, K. C.—Montreal 1, Canada 
Lacoste & Lacoste 
North British & Mercantile House 
460 St. Francois Xavier Street 


LAMFROM, LEON B.—Milwaukee 2, Wis. 
Lamfrom, Tighe, Engelhard & Peck 
1416 Bankers Building 


LaMKIN, E. T.—Monroe, La. 
McHenry, Lamkin & Snellings 
Box 1663, Bernhardt Building 
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Lancaster, J. L., JR—Dallas 1, Texas Levin, SamMuEL—Chicago 3, Ill. 
Robertson, Jackson, Payne & Lancaster Continental Illinois Bank Building 
505 Republic Bank Building 231 South LaSalle Street 


Lanois, M. L.—Van Wert, Ohio Levit, Bert W.—San Francisco 4, Calif. 
Counsel, Central Manufacturers’ Mut. Ins. Co. Long & Levit 
Route 2 Merchants Exchange Building 


57 S. Washington Street 
” — Levy, ApRIAN F.—Galveston, Texas 


Lang, Cottis Gunpy—Columbus 15, Ohio Levy & Levy 
16 East Broad Street United States National Bank Bldg. 


LANG, SYLVAN—San Antonio 5, Texas Levy, Leonarp B.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Lang, Byrd, Cross & Ladon Dufour, St. Paul & Levy 
2417 Transit Tower 1006 Canal Building 


LANTAFF, WittiAM C.—Miami 32, Fla. Lewis, R. K.—West Palm Beach, Fla. 


Walton, Hubbard, Schroeder, Lantaff & Atkins Earnest, Lewis & Smith 
913 Alfred I. DuPont Building Guaranty Building, Box 1111 


Lantz, MARSHALL P.—Kansas City 10, Mo. Lippon, WALKER—Fort Pierce, Fla. 


B Dodson & Com y Liddon & Parker 
$000 Wyandotte a 205 South Second Street 


Laws, ArtHur H.—Denver 2, Colo. Litty, A. J.—Baltimore 3, Md. 
Bancroft, Blood & Laws Maryland Casualty Company 
Suite 728 University Building 701 West 40th Street 


Lawson, Rosert W., Jr.—Charleston, W. Va. Lirscoms, Husert S.—Jackson 109, Miss. 
Steptoe & Johnson Lipscomb & Davis 
608 Kanawha Valley Building Millsaps Building 

Lipscoms, THOMAS E.—Cleveland 14, Ohio 
Thompson, Hine & Flory 
1122 Guardian Building 


LayMAN, J. R.—Elizabethtown, Ky. 
Layman & Layman 


LayMon, Paut E.—Detroit $2, Mich. 


640 Temple Avenue Lipscoms, WILLIAM—Dallas 1, Texas 


Malone, Lipscomb & Seay 
Lazonsy, J. Lance—Gainesville, Fla. 508-514 Southland Life Building 
Lazonby & Dell 
Baird Office Building 


Leany, JOHN S.—St.Louis 2, Mo. 
Leahy & Leahy 
1105 Commerce Building, 418 Olive St. 


Leany, JOHN S., JR.—St. Louis 2, Mo. 
Leahy & Leahy 
1105 Commerce Building, 418 Olive St. 


LitTLe, JAMEs—Big Spring, Texas 
State National Bank Building 


LITTLETON, OLIveR W.—Baltimore 3, Md. 
Atty. Claim Dept., Fidelity & Dep. Co. of Md 
Fidelity Building 


Lioyp, L. Duncan—Chicago 3, Ill. 

Lord, Bissell & Kadyk 

135 South LaSalle Street 
LeverER, Ropert A.—Toms River 2, N. J. Locke, L. J.—Chicago 4, Ill. 

P. O. Box 293 Continental Casualty Company 
Ler, Davy F.—Norwich, N. Y. 310 South Michigan Avenue 


Lee, Gallagher & Lee . . 

Locker, THeorpore L.—Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
23 North Broad Street Slaymaker, Locke & Reynolds 

LerpoM, Boyp—Rapid City, S. D. 750-760 Consolidated Building 


Philip, Leedom & Driscoll Lonc, Lawrence A.—Denver 2, Colo. 
First National Bank Building 638 Symes Building 


Box 190 
Lonc, STANLEY B.—Seattle 4, Wash. 
LertwicH, CHARLES W.—Columbus 16, Ohio Bogle, Bogle & Gates 
Farm Bureau Mutual Auto Ins. Co. 603 Central Building 


246 North High Street 
Lonc, T. J.—Atlanta, Ga. 


LeRoy, J. Henry—Elizabeth City, N. C. Matthews, Long & Moore 
Carolina Building, Box 298 1417 First National Bank Building 


LESEMANN, RALPH F.—East St. Louis, Ill. Lorp, JoHN S.—Chicago 3, IIl. 
Baker, Lesemann, Kagy & Wagner Lord, Bissell & Kadyk 
511-521 Murphy Building 135 South LaSalle Street 


Levi, CLype R.—Ashland, Ky. Lowe, R. E.—Spokane 8, Wash. 
Professional Arts Building Paine, Lowe & Coffin 
P. O. Box 448 622 Spokane & Eastern Building 
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LowTHER, W. E.—New York 3, N. Y. 
General Counsel 
Phoenix-London Group 
55 Fifth Avenue 


Lucas, WiLpER—St. Louis 1, Mo. 
Sullivan, Finley & Lucas 
1515 Ambassador Building 


Luce, Rosert T.—Chicago 4, Ill. 
208 South LaSalle Street 


Lusk, JoHN A. JR.—Gadsden, Ala. 
Lusk & Burns 
First National Bank Building 


Mac 


MACCaRTER, WILLIAM J. JR.—Chester, Pa. 
Crozer Building, Suite 502 


MAcELREE, J. Paut—West Chester, Pa. 
11 South High Street 


MADDIN, JOHN KeriTH—Nashville 3, Tenn. 
Nashville Trust Building 


Mapison, Georce T.—Bastrop, La. 
Madison, Madison & Files 
P. O. Box 510 


MapIson, J. G.—Tuscaloosa, Ala. 
Foster, Rice, Madison & Rosenfeld 


MAcuirRE, RAYMER F.—Orlando, Fla. 
Maguire, Voorhis & Wells 
P. O. Box 633 


MAHONEY, GEOFFREY P.—Minneapolis 2, Minn 
2120 Rand Tower 


MAHONEY, WILLIAM B.—Portland 3, Maine 
120 Exchange Street 


MALLEY, JOHN J.—New York 6, N. Y. 
National Surety Corp. 
4 Albany Street 


MALONE, RALPH WALpo—Dallas 1, Texas 
Malone, Lipscomb & Seay 
508-514 Southland Life Building 


MANGIN, WILLIAM B.—Syracuse 2, N. Y. 
Brown, Mangin & O’Connor 
1603 State Tower 


MANIER, MILLER—Nashville 3, Tenn. 
Manier & Crouch 
Baxter Building, 216 Union Street 


MANIER, WILL R. jr.—Nashville 3, Tenn. 
Manier & Crouch 
Baxter Building 
216 Union Street 

MANN, FRANK C.—Springfield, Mo. 


Mann, Mann, Walter & Powell 
Suite 910 Landers Building 


MANSFIELD, WALTER A.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
909-12 Lafayette Building 


MarsLE, Harry E,.—Cincinnati, Ohio 
Marble & Vordenberg 
2003 Union Central Building 


MARCHAL, VERNON L.—Greenville, Ohio 
Marchal & Marchal 
140 West 4th Street 


Marcus, Davip C.—Beaumont, Texas 
Marcus & Weller 
P. O. Box 350 


MARKHAM, J. HENsoN—Jacksonville 1, Fla. 
Osborne, Copp & Markham 
Barnett Nat. Bank Bldg., P. O. Box 537 


MARKLEY, Epwarp A.—Jersey City 3, N. J. 
Markley & Broadhurst 
1 Exchange Place 


Marks, SAM R.—Jacksonville 1, Fla. 
Marks, Gray, Yates & Conroy 
1321 Graham Building 


Marks, SUMTER D.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Phelps, ‘Dunbar, Marks & Claverie 
United Fruit Building 


MARRINER, RuFus S.—Washington, Pa. 
Marriner & Wiley 
417 Washington Trust Building 


MARRYOTT, FRANKLIN J.—Boston 17, Mass. 
Liberty Mutual Insurance Company 
175 Berkeley Street 


MARSALEK, GEORGE WoopruFF—St. Louis 2, Mo. 
Moser, Marsalek, Carpenter, Cleary & Carter 
330 Pierce Building 
112 North 4th Street 


MARSHALL, E. A.—Huntington 9, W. Va. 
Fitzpatrick, Strickling & Marshall 
900 First Huntington National Bank Building 


MARSHALL, ReEMBERT—Atlanta, Ga. 
Neely, Marshall & Greene 
1040 Hurt Building 


MARTIN, CLARENCE E.—Martinsburg, W. Va. 
Martin & Seibert 
The Peoples Trust Building 


MARTIN, Frank J.—Gadsden, Ala. 
Hood, Inzer, Martin & Suttle 
American National Bank Building 
Box 429 


MartTIN, Georce D.—Lancaster, Ohio 
Drinkle & Martin 
106 Equitable Building 


MARTIN, JOHN B.—Philadelphia 10, Pa. 
Duane, Morris & Heckscher 
1617 Land Title Building 


MARTIN, WILLIAM FRANcis—New York 4, N. Y. 
Martin & Clearwater 
30 Broad Street 


MARTIN, WILLIAM Locan—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Martin, Turner & McWhorter 
600 North 18th Street 


MASON, STEVENS T.—San Marino 9, Calif. 
1941 South Euclid Avenue 
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Mason, WiLL1AM CLARKE—Philadelphia 9, Pa. 
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius 
2107 Fidelity-Philadelphia Trust Building 


Masters, RicHarp C.—Lansing 3, Mich. 
Vice-President & Asst. Gen. Counsel 
Auto-Owners Insurance Company 
615 North Capitol Avenue 


MaTHEws, JOHN Exre—Jacksonville 2, Fila. 
1311-1312 Graham Building 


MatrHews, DoucLas W.—Atlanta, Ga. 
Matthews, Long & Moore 
1417 First National Bank Building 


MatrHews, WM. M.—Dayton 2, Ohio 
Matthews & Altick 
25 North Main Street 


MaTTHIAS, RusseLL H.—Chicago 2, II. 
Ekern, Meyers & Matthias 
1 North LaSalle Street 


Matz, EpMunp L.—Bellaire, Ohio 
First National Bank Building 


Maurice, STEwART—New York 6, N. Y. 
149 Broadway 


Mautz, Rosert T.—Portland 4, Ore. 
Wilbur, Beckett, Oppenheimer, 
Souther 
1001 Board of Trade Building 


Mautz & 


MAWHINNEY, DONALD M.—Syracuse I, N. Y. 
Hiscock, Cowie, Bruce, Lee & Mawhinney 
$00 First Trust & Deposit Company 


MAXWELL, Davin F.—Philadelphia, Pa. 
Edmonds, Obermayer & Rebmann 
1418 Packard Building 


May, ALBERT E.—Omaha 2, Neb. 
Swarr, May & Royce 
705 Keeline Building 


May, Joun G. Jr.—Richmond 19, Va. 
May, Simpkins, Young and Rudd 
Mutual Building 


May, Pump S.—Jacksonville 2, Fla. 
Crawford & May 
1106 Lynch Building 


May, Ratpn J.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Hervey, May & Owens 
2511 APCO Tower 


Mayer, CHARLES L.—Shreveport, La. 
Jackson & Mayer 
1030 Giddens Lane Building 


MAYNE, WALTER R.—St. Louis 1, Mo. 
Fordyce, White, Mayne, Williams & Hartman 
506 Olive Street 


Mays, Davip J.—Richmond 19, Va. 
Tucker, Mays, Cabell & Moore 
1407 State Planters Bank Building 


Meap, J. S.—Birmingham, 3, Ala. 
512 Jackson Building 


MEADER, Henry C.—Montgomery 4, Ala. 
Meader, Jones & Murray 
906-10 First National Bank Building 
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MeAcuHeER, I, E.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Meagher, Geer & Markham 
1006 First National Soo-Line Building 


MEHAFFY, JAMES W.—Beaumont, Texas 
Cecil & Keith 
Perlstein Building 


MEHIGAN, IRVING PATRICK—Milwaukee 2, Wis. 
Burns & Mehigan 
208 E. Wisconsin Avenue 


MENDES, WiLLIAM B.—New York, N. Y. 
Mendes & Mount 
27 William Street 


Mercier, Lucien H.—Washington 5, D. C. 
401-3 Metropolitan Bank Building 


Mertey, K. L.—Chicago, 1, Ill. 
Asst. Counsel, Federal Life Insurance Co. 
168 N. Michigan Avenue 


MERRICK, HUBERT C.—Chicago $, Ill. 
Klohr & Merrick 
105 South LaSalle Street 


MERRELL, C. F.—Indianapolis, Ind. 
620 Circle Tower 


MERRILL, HucH D.—Anniston, Ala. 
Merrill, Merrill & Vardaman 
Commercial National Bank Building 
Box 286 


MERRILL, HucH D. Jr.—Anniston, Ala. 
Merrill, Merrill & Vardaman 
Commercial National Bank Bldg., Box 286 


MERRILL, WILLIAM FoLsomM—Showhegan, Maine 
Merrill & Merrill 
Merrill Block 


MERRIMAN, L. M.—Vero Beach, Fla. 


MeRsHON, M. L.—Miami 8, Fla. 
Evans, Mershon, Sawyer, Johnston & Simmons 
Box 1390 
First National Bank Building 


MEYERS, ALLEN—Topeka, Kas. 
Meyers, Gault, Marshall & Hawks 
New England Building 


MICHAELs, WILLIAM C.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Blackmar, Newkirk, Eager, Swanson & Midgley 
906 Commerce Building 


MIppLesBRooKS, GroveR—Atlanta 3, Ga. 
Middlebrooks, Bird & Howell 
401 Haas-Howell Building 


MILAM, ARTHUR Y.—Jacksonville 1, Fla. 
Milam, McIlvaine, Carroll & Wattles 
1211 Greenleaf Building 


*MiLey, MortiMeR B.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Nicollet at 24th 


Mitier, ALEx M.—Des Moines 9, Iowa 
Miller, Huebner & Miller 
Equitable Building 


Mitter, Date F.—Columbus 15, Ohio 
Knepper, White & Dempsey 
5 East Long Street 
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MILLER, J. WEsTON—Springfield, Mo. 
926 Woodruff Building 


MILLER, JOHN L.—Pittsburgh 19, Pa. 
Duff, Scott & Smith 


815 Berger Building 


MILLER, JOHN M.—Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
White, Wright, Raub & Forrey 
1518 Merchants Bank Building 


MILLER, OLIVER H.—Des Moines, Iowa 
Suite 403, Equitable Building 


MILLER, OrrIN—Dallas 1, Texas 
Robertson, {ecu Payne & Lancaster 
5th Floor, Republic Bank Building 


MILLER, VAUGHN—Chattanooga 2, Tenn. 
Miller, Martin, Hitching & Tipton 
Volunteer Building 


MILLs, BALLINGER—Galveston, Texas 
Terry, Calvin & Mills 
801 Union Station Building 


MITCHELL, JAMES E.—Bangor, Maine 
Eastern Trust Building 


Mock, Frep M.—Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Pierce, Rucker, Mock, Tabor & Duncan 
2401 First National Building 


MOELLER, FREDERICK A.—Boston, Mass. 
Hemry, Moeller, Aggott & Goodale 
142 Berkeley Street 


MorFAtTt, Wiis C.—Boise, Idaho 
Moffatt & Young 
Idaho Building, P. O. Box 1926 


Monnet, Craupe—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Monnet, Hayes & Brown 
First National Building 


MonrtacuvE, J. E.—Duluth, Minn. 
Dancer, Montague, Applequist, Lyons & Spang 
1000 Alworth Building 


MonTcOMERY, RICHARD B. JR.—New Orleans 12, La. 


Montgomery, Fenner & Brown 
1103-6 Maritime Building 


Moopy, L. DenMAN—Houston, Texas 
Baker, Botts, Andrews & Walne 
16th Floor, Esperson Building 


Moore, ALvin O.—Chattanooga 2, Tenn. 
Spurlock, Spears, Reynolds & Moore 
707 Chattanooga Bank Building 


Moore, BENJAMIN ALLSToN—Charleston 3, S. C. 
Moore & Mouzon 
2 Gillon Street 


Moore, Beverty C.—Greensboro, N. C. 
Sapp & Moore 
Suite 604 Dixie Bldg. 


Moore, JoHnN W. D.—Sanford, Fila. 
Box 1285 


Moore, Rosert M.—Chicago 3, Ill. 
Kitch, Moore & Tressler 
1200-105 S. LaSalle Street 
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MOREHEAD, CHARLES A.—Miami 82, Fla. 
Morehead, Pallot, Smith, Green & Phillips 
1504 Alfred I. DuPont Building 


Moreno, ArtHur A.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Lemle, Moreno & Lemle 
625 Hibernia Bank Building 


Moreton, ArtTHur E.—Salt Lake City, Utah 
433 Judge Building 


Morrorp, JAMES R.—Wilmington 28, Del. 
Marvel & Morford 
212 Delaware Trust Building 


Morcan, B. L.—Amarillo, Texas 
Morgan, Culton, Morgan & Britain 
611 Oliver Eakle Building 


Morris, CHARLES W.—Louisville 2, Ky. 
Morris & Garlove 
Marion E. Taylor Building 


Morris, Larry W.—Houston 2, Texas 
Sewell, Taylor, Morris & McGregor 
Second National Bank Building 


Morris, Lestre W.—Frankfort, Ky. 
Farmers Deposit Bank Building 
216 N. Main Street 


Morris, STANLEY C.—Charleston 26, W. Va. 
Steptoe & Johnson 
Kanawha Valley Building 
P. O. Box 1588 


Morrow, Tuomas L.—Seattle 4, Wash. 
Bogle, Bogle & Gates 
603-624 Central Building 


Morse, Rupert G.—Kansas City 13, Mo. 
Employers Reinsurance Corporation 
P. O. Box 2088 


Morton, R. A. D.—El Paso, Texas 
Suite 414, El Paso National Bank Building 


Moser, Henry S.—Chicago 2, Ill. 
Sonnenschein, Berkson, Lautmann, Levinson 
& Morse 
77 West Washington Street 


Moser, W. Epwin—St. Louis 2, Mo. 
Moser, Marsalek, Carpenter, Cleary & Carter 
$30 Pierce Building 


Moses, Henry C.—New York City 5 
Moses, Nehrbas & Tyler 
20 Pine Street 


Mout, CuHartes E.—LeRoy, Ohio 
Assistant Superintendent of Claims 
Ohio Farmers Insurance Company 


Moute, Reip S.—Buffalo, N. Y. 
660 Ellicott Square Building 


Mount, THomas F.—Philadelphia 2, Pa. 
Rawle & Henderson 
1910 Packard Building 


Mupp, J. P.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
914 Massey Building 


MULLER, ARTHUR C., JR.—New York 5, N. Y. 
Mendes & Mount 
27 William Street 
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MutviniLL, ALFRED F.—Chicago 4, III. 
175 West Jackson Boulevard 


MUNGALL, DANIEL—Philadelphia 5, Pa. 
General Accident Fire & Life Assur. Corp., Ltd. 
414 Walnut Street 


MurPHy, JOSEPH B.—Syracuse 2, N. Y. 
Murphy & Young 
1104 State Tower Building 


MurrHy, JOSEPH HAWLEyY—Syracuse 2, N. Y. 
Murphy & Young 
1104 State Tower Building 


Murpuy, Mitton C.—North Platte, Nebraska 
Beatty, Clarke & Murphy 
212 North Dewey 


Murpuy, Ray—New York 7, N. Y. 
Association of Casualty & Surety Companies 
60 John Street 


Murray, CLAPHAM, JR.—Baltimore 3, Md. 
Maryland Casualty Company 
701 West 40th Street 


Murray, Georce C.—Sheidon, Iowa 
203 Security Investment Building 


Muse, Leonarp G.—Roanoke 4, Va. 
Woods, Rogers, Muse &. Walker 
$03-319 Boxley Building 


MuscrAve, Epcar—Des Moines 9, Iowa 
Whitfield, Musgrave, Selvy & Fillmore 
616 Insurance Exchange Building 


Myers, S. P.—Racine, Wis. 
Helm, Myers & Gillett 
526 Monument Square 


Mc 


McALIsTER, Davin I.—Washington, Pa. 
63 South Main Street 


McCaLL, Harry—New Orleans 12, La. 
Chaffe, McCall, Bruns, Toler & Phillips 
724 Whitney Building 


McCamey, Harotp E.—Pittsburgh 19, Pa. 
Dickie, Robinson & McCamey 
Suite 2415, Grant Building 


McCaAMPBELL, H. H. Jr.—Knoxville 08, Tenn. 
Green, Webb & McCampbell 
803 Burwell Building 


McCarroLt, CLARENCE—Owensboro, Ky. 
Woodward, Dawson & Bartlett 
22114 St. Ann Street 


McCary, Jor T.—Nashville 3, Tenn. 
Hickerson, McCary & Crownover 
Third National Bank Building 


McCLatcney, Devereaux F, —Atlanta 8, Ga. 
Smith, Kilpatrick, Cody, Rogers & McClatchey 
1045 Hurt Building 


McCLENDON, WILLIAM H., Jr.—New Orleans 12, La. 
McClendon & Wheeler 
Richards Building 
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McComas, CHarRLes H.—Bel Air, Md. 
McComas and James 
21 Courtland Street 


McComs, Epcar—Denver 2, Colo. 
McComb, Nordmark & Zarlengo 
First National Bank Building 


McConneLL, D. H.—Pittsburgh,- Pa. 
Law & Finance Building 


McConneLL, F. Britron—Los Angeles 15, Calif. 
General Counsel, Pacific Employers Insurance 
Co. and Unity Mutual Life & Acc. Ins. Co. 
1033 South Hope Street 


McConneELL, Ropert M.—Knoxville 1, Tenn. 
Frantz, McConnell & Seymour 
Burwell Building 


McCormick, Rosert M.—New York City 5 
McCormick, McCormick & Dunne 
55 Liberty Street 


McDonaLp, W. Percy—Memphis 1, Tenn. 
McDonald & McDonald 
Commerce Title Building, P. O. Box 123 


McELRAEvy, JOHN JR.—New York 7, N. Y. 
75 Fulton Street 


McFappin, JoHN M.—Rockville, Ind. 
McFaddin & McFaddin 
Rockville National Bank Building 


McFALL, JoHn M.—Baltimore 3, Md. 
United States Fidelity & Guaranty Company 
Calvert & Redwood Streets 


McGinn, Denis—Escanaba, Mich. 
1103 Escanaba National Bank Building 


McGoucu, Paut J.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Faegre & Benson 
1260 Northwestern National Bank Building 


McGuaein, Dan E.—Nashville 3, Tenn. 
Keeble, Keeble & McGugin 
608 Commerce-Union Bank Building 


McGuirk, JAMEs J., Jr.—New York City 8 
Counsel, Globe Indemnity Company 
150 William Street 


McHaney, Powe.t B.—St. Louis 3, Mo. 
General American Life Insurance Co. 
1501 Locust Street 


McILVAINE, EuGENE T.—Jacksonville 1, Fla. 
Milam, Mcllvaine, Carroll & Wattles 
Greenleaf Building 


McINERNEY, WILBERT—Washington 5, D. C. 
900 Albee Building 
1426 G Street, N.W. 


McKay, JoHN G.—Miami 32, Fla. 
Dixon, DeJarnette & Bradford 
908 First National Bank Building 


McKetvey, W. R.—Seattle 4, Wash. 
Skeel, McKelvey, Henke, Evenson & Uhimann 
Insurance Building 


McKENNA, JAMES J.—Chicago 4, IIl. 
166 West Jackson Boulevard 
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McKENNETT, Frep A,—New York 7, N. Y. 
Manager Eastern Department 
c/o Zurich General Accident & Liability Ins. Co. 
80 John Street 


McKEsson, THEODORE G.—Phoenix, Ariz. + 
Luhrs Tower 


MCLAUGHLIN, D. HAyes—Boston 16, Mass. 
Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Company 
260 Tremont Street 


MCLAUGHLIN, EucENE D.—Peoria 2, Ill. 
Hunter, Kavanagh, McLaughlin & Bond 
718 Commercial National Bank Building 


MCLAUGHLIN, JOHN T.—Reno, Nev. 
Pike, McLaughlin & Furrh 
309 First National Bank Building 


McLEan, Dickson—Lumberton, N. C. 
McLean & Stacy 
The National Bank of Lumberton Building 
Drawer 1887 


McLgan, Epwarp D.—Mankato, Minn. 
Smith & McLean 
402 National Citizens Bank Building 


McLEnpon, L. P.—Greensboro, N. C. 
Brooks, McLendon, Brim & Holderness 
Southeastern Building 


McLoucHLin, JAMES J.—New York 6, N. Y. 
11] Broadway 


McNamara, J. PAut—Columbus 8, Ohio 
Druggan & Gingher 
8 East Long Street 


McNamarA, WILLIAM F.—Chicago 3, Ill. 
Fidelity & Casualty Company of N. Y. 
135 South LaSalle Street 


McNEAL, Harey J.—Cleveland 13, Ohio 
1250 Terminal Tower Building 


McNetr, WALTER—Ottumwa, Iowa 
McNett, Kuhns & McNett 
106 North Market Street 


McREYNOLpDs, Rosert L.—Clarksville, Tenn. 
McReynolds & Marks 
First National Bank Building 


McTicHE, DesmMonp J.—Norristown, Pa. 
McTighe, Markel & Coates 
400 DeKalb Street 


McVay, Don—Leroy, Ohio 
General Counsel, Ohio Farmers Ins. Co. 


NAMAN, W. W.—Waco, Texas 
Naman, Howell & Boswell 
Amicable Building 


NANGLE, JOHN J.—St. Louis 2, Mo. 
Utilities Insurance Company 
4th Floor Pierce Building 


NAsH, Francis M.—Bradford, Pa. 
Nash & Mutzabaugh 
City Hall 
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NAuJOKs, Hersert H.—Chicago 2, III. 


Ekern, Meyers & Matthias 
1 North LaSalle Street 


Nave, Freperic G.—Spokane 10, Wash. 
1028 East 9th 


NEAL, Ropert R.—Chicago 4, Ill. 
Assistant General Counsel 
North American Accident Ins. Co. 
209 S. LaSalle Street 


NEELY, Epcar A.—Atlanta, Ga. 
Neely, Marshall & Greene 
1040 Hurt Building 


NEELY, Ropert D.—Omaha 2, Neb. 
Dressler & Neely 
702 W. O. W. Building 


NELSON, ARTHUR E.—St. Paul 1, Minn. 
Nelson & Mohan 
1615 Pioneer Building 


Netson, P. H.—Columbia 23, S. C. 
Nelson, Mullins & Grier 
902-905 Palmetto Building 


NELSON, RoBeRT M.—Memphis 3, Tenn. 
1001 Columbian Mutual Tower 


NeEsBiT, FRANK F.—Washington 5, D. C. 
Metropolitan Bank Building 


NEWMAN, Dantet S.—Pittsburgh 19, Pa. 
2415 Grant Building 
Dickie, Robinson & McCamey 


NIcHOoLs, Henry W.—New York 6, N. Y. 
Vice-President and General Counsel 
National Surety Corporation 
4 Albany Street 


NICHOLSON, ROBERT J.—Youngstown 3, Ohio 
715 Mahoning Bank Building 


NICKERSON, PALMER R.—Baltimore 2, Md. 
Due, Nickerson & Whiteford 
605 Title Building 


NIEHAUS, JOHN M.—New York 22, N. Y. 
515 Madison Avenue 


NicH, WarrEN—Washington, D. C. 
Government Employees Insurance Company 
Investment Building 


Nites, Hersert G.—Fargo, N. D. 
Nilles, Oehlert & Nilles 
504 Black Building 


Nix, Apit—Athens, Ga. 
Erwin, Nix & Birchmore 
202 Southern Mutual Building 


Nrxon, Davin S.—Hartford 2, Conn. 
London & Lancashire Indemnity Company of 
America 
20 Trinity Street 


NOLL, RosertT M.—Marietta, Ohio 
406 Peoples Bank Building 


NOONAN, CHARLES F.—Minneapolis, Minn. 
Dorsey, Coleman, Barker, Scott & Barber 
1300 First National Soo Line Building 
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Noone, CHARLES A.—Chattanooga 2, Tenn. 
Suite 603, Chattanooga Bank Building 


NorpMARK, GopFREY—Denver 2, Colo. 
McComb, Nordmark & Zarlengo 
1020 First National Bank Building 


NorMANN, Frank S.—New Orleans 12, La. 
16th Floor, Hibernia Bank Building 


NoTNAGEL, LELAND H.—Toledo 4, Ohio 
Lord, Hayward, Smith & Notnagel 
2105 Olive Building 

Nutton, P. E.—Pittsburg, Kas. 

Nulton & Letton 
First National Bank Building 


ce) 


O'BRIEN, F. J.—Rochester, Minn. 
115 First Avenue, S.W. 


O'BRIEN, JosepH F.—Brooklyn 2, New York 
185 Montague Street 


O'Brien, MATTHEW J.—Chicago 4, III. 
O’Brien & Hanrahan 
3520 Board of Trade Building 


O'Connor, JAMES H.—Syracuse 2, N. Y. 
Brown, Mangin & O’Connor 
1603 State Tower Building 


Ovom, H. Tatsot—Greenwood, Miss. 
Box 674 


Ooum, JoHN B.—Valdosta, Ga. 
Odum & Young 
Lawyers Building 


O'FarreELL, WittiAM T.—Charleston 22, W. Va. 
Jackson, Kelly, Morrison & Moxley 
1601 Kanawha Valley Building 


O'Hara, JAMES M.—Utica, N. Y. 
$09 Foster Building 
and 117 W. Dominick Street 
Rome, N. Y. 


O'HeaRN, JOHN V.—St. Paul 4, Minn. 
Anchor Casualty Company 
2700 University Avenue 


O’*Kettey, A. Franxk—Tallahassee, Fla. 
Keen, O’Kelley & Spitz 
$11 East Park Avenue 


Owns, JAaMes—Akron 8, Ohio 
(H. A. Waltz & James Olds) 
913 Second National Building 


Outver, ALLEN—Cape Girardeau, Mo. 
Oliver & Oliver 
402-406 Himmelberger-Harrison Bldg. 


O'MALLEY, THomAs J.—New York, N. Y. 
45 John Street 


OmAN, RALPH—Topeka, Kas. 
McClure, Webb & Oman 
708 National Bank of Topeka Building 


O'Ne., Epwarp T.—Fond du Lac, Wis. 
General Claims Attorney 
Threshermens Mutual Insurance Co. 
104 South Main Street 
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ORLANDO, SAMUEL P.—Camden, N. J. 
709 Market Street 


Orr, GEORGE WeLLs—New York 7, N. Y. 
U. S. Aviation Underwriters 
80 John Street 


Osporne, H. P.—Jacksonville 1, Fla. 
Osborne, Copp & Markham ~ 
1625 Barnett National Bank Building 
P. O. Box 537 


OwEns, DeEAN—Rome, Ga. 
Matthews, Owens & Maddox 
1314 East Third Avenue 


Owens, Grover T.—Little Rock, Ark. 
Owens, Ehrman & McHaney 
Pyramid Building 


P 


PALMER, RAy G.—Duluth 2, Minn. 
Hunt, Palmer & Hood 
800 Lonsdale Building 


PARCHER, Freperic C.—Columbus 16, Ohio 
246 North High Street 


PaRK, ARTHUR A.—San Francisco 4, Calif. 
Worthington, Park & Worthington 
Russ Building 


PARKER, ALEXANDER W.—Richmond 19, Va. 
Christian, Barton, Parker & Boyd 
506 Mutual Building 


PARKER, G. W., Jr.—Fort Worth, Texas 
Bryan, Stone, Wade & Agerton 
2206 Fort Worth National Bank Building 


PARKER, HAROLD T.—Mt. Holly, N. J. 
Powell & Parker 
117 Main Street 


PARKER, LEo B.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Parker & Knipmeyer 
900 Waltower Building 


PARKER, OTis ROBERT, JR.—Fort Pierce, Fla. 
Liddon & Parker 
Faber Building 
Orange Avenue & Second Street 


PARNELL, ANDREW W.—Appleton, Wis. 
Benton, Bosser, Becker, Parnell & Fulton 
115 North Appleton Street 


Parry, R. P.—Twin Falls, Idaho 
Parry, Keenan, Robertson & Daly 
Fidelity National Bank Bldg., Box 534 


PATTERSON, J. B.—Wichita 2, Kan. 
Hershberger, Patterson, Hook & Jones 
1301 Union National Bank Building 


PAuscH, Frep E.—Baltimore 3, Md. 
Manager, Bonding Claim Dept., 
Maryland Casualty Company 
701 West 40th Street 


Peace, WitttAM H.—Philadelphia 10, Pa. 
White & Williams 
1900 Land Title Building 
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PEARCE, THEODORE S.—Philadelphia 4, Pa. 
4007 Chester Avenue 


PEEBLES, JAMES MCADEN—Nashville, Tenn. 
Tyne, Peebles, Henry & Tyne 
National Building 


PetcrirtT, DeELANcEY—Hartford 6, Conn. 
Pelgrift, Blumenfeld & Nair 
130 Capitol Avenue 


PENDER, WM. C.—Norfolk 19, Va. 
Pender & Coward 
619 Western Union Building 


Perry, BENNETT H.—Henderson, N. C. 
Perry & Kittrell 
Law Building 


PETRINI, JAMES—Bakersfield, Calif. 
Borton, Petrini, Conron & Borton 
Professional Building, Box 528 


Prau, WILLIAM E.—Youngstown 3, Ohio 
710-711 Union National Bank Building 


PHELAN, THOMAS N., K.C.—Toronto, Ontario, Can. 
Phelan, O’Brien & Phelan 
Federal Building 


PHILLIPs, THos. M.—Houston 2, Texas 
Baker, Botts, Andrews & Parrish 
1600 Esperson Building 

PickreL, WM. G.—Dayton 2, Ohio 
Pickrel, Schaeffer & Ebeling 
608-625 Gas & Electric Building 


Pierce, CLAYTon B.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Pierce, Rucker, Mock, Tabor & Duncan 
2401 First National Building . 


Pierson, WELCOME D—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Short & Pierson 
1515 First National Building 


Pike, Mites N.—Reno, Nev. 
Pike, McLaughlin & Furrh 
309 Ist National Bank Building 


Pirniz, NELson R.—Albany 7, N. Y. 
Ainsworth & Sullivan 
State Bank Building 


Pitts, J. L.—Alexandria, La. 
Stafford & Pitts 
Guaranty Bank Building 


Prrrs, WiLt1AM MCLEAN—Selma, Ala. 
Pitts & Pitts 
100814 Water Avenue 


PLaucHE, S. W.—Lake Charles, La. 
Plauche & Plauche 
Weber Building 


PLEpcER, CHARLES E. Jr.—Washington 5, D. C. 
Washington Building 
15th Street and New York Avenue ,N.W. 


POMERENE, WARNER M.—Coshocton, Ohio 
Pomerene & Burns 
Coshocton National Bank Building 


Poore, Harry T.—Knoxville 02, Tenn. 
Poore, Cox, Baker & McAuley 
Fidelity Bankers—Trust Building 
P. O. Box 1708 
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Poprer, JosepH W.—Macon, Ga. 
Persons Building 


Porteous, WM. A. JR.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Porteous & Johnson 
2008 American Bank Building 


PowELL, ArTHuR G.—Atlanta 3, Ga. 
Powell, Goldstein, Frazer & Murphy 
Citizens & Southern National Bank Bldg. 


Powers, LELAND—Boston 10, Mass. 
Powers & Hall 
80 Federal Street 


Price, Paut E.—Chicago 2, Ill. 
McKinley & Price 
33 North LaSalle Street 


PRICKETT, WILLIAM—Wilmington 7, Del. 
Prickett, Herrmann and Miller 
Equitable Building 


Priest, Myrt F.—St. Paul 4, Minn. 
Anchor Casualty Company 
2700 University Avenue 


PRINGLE, SAMUEL W.—Pittsburgh 19, Pa. 
Dalzell, McFall, Pringle & Bredin 
450 Fourth Avenue 


Proctor, CHARLES W.—Worcester 8, Mass. 
Proctor, Killeen & Howard 
390 Main Street 


Pryor, THOMAS Brapy, Jr.—Fort Smith, Ark. 
Pryor, Pryor & Dobbs 
Merchants National Bank Building 


PuTNAM, CLybe C., Jr.—Des Moines, Iowa 
Putnam, Putnam & Putnam 
722 Des Moines Building 


Q 


Quintivan, Ray J.—St. Cloud, Minn. 
Atwood & Quinlivan 
Western Union Building 


R 


RaLey, DonaLp W.—Canton 2, Ohio 
Day, Cope, Ketterer, Raley & Wright 
1110 First National Bank Building 


Ramey, T. B., Jr.—Tyler, Texas 
Ramey, Calhoun, Marsh, Brelsford & Sheehy 
Citizens National Bank Building 


RAMIREZ, CHARLES E.—Ancon, C. Z. 
Van Siclen & Ramirez 
6 Tivoli Avenue, P. O. Box 124 


RANDALL, JOHN D.—Cedar Rapids, Iowa 
906 American Building 


RANKIN, JAMEs Kinc—Atlanta, Ga. 
Powell, Goldstein, Frazer & Murphy 
1130 Citizens & Southern National Bank Bldg. 


Raus, Epwarp B., Jr.—Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
White, Wright, Raub & Forrey 
Room 1513 Merchants Bank Building 
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Ray, Paut H.—Salt Lake City 1, Utah 
Ray, Quinney & Nebeker 
Suite 921, Kerns Building 


REAGAN, FRANKLIN E.—St. Louis 1, Mo. 
Sievers & Reagan 
1515 Paul Brown Building 


Reavitt, R. B.—Duluth 2, Minn. 
Holmes, Mayall, Reavill & Neimeyer 
900 Alworth Building 


Repeker, Harry S.—Philadelphia 1, Pa. 
The Fidelity Mutual Life Ins. Co. 
The Parkway at Fairmount Avenue 


ReprorD, CARROLL M.—Glasgow, Ky. 
Court House 


Reep, CLype—Fort Wayne 2, Ind. 
Reed, Cleland, Eggeman & Torborg 
1201 Old First Bank Building 


Reep, Frep O.—Los Angeles, Calif. 
Reed & Kirkland 
639 South Spring Street 


Reep, H. M.—Waterloo, Iowa 
Reed & Beers 
537 Black Building 


Reep, Perer—Cleveland, Ohio 
McKeehon, Merrick, Aiter & Stewart 
2800 Terminal Tower 


Reever, Herman W.—Columbus 16, Ohio 
246 North High Street 


Reever, P. E.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Suite 808, Scarritt Building 


Reeves, G. L.—Tampa 1, Fla. 
Reeves, Allen & Johnson 
Box 2111 


Rees, Frep H.—New York, N. Y. 
Evans, Rees & Orr 
220 Broadway 


Rew, Max B.—Blytheville, Ark. 
Reid, Evrard & Roy 
Lynch Building 


REYNOLDS, Francis V.—Providence 3, R. I. 
724 Industrial Trust Building 


Reynotps, Hucn E.—Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
Slaymaker, Locke & Reynolds 
760 Consolidated Building 


REYNOLDS, SHELDON S.—Cleveland 13, Ohio 
McKeehan, Merrick, Arter & Stewart 
2800 Terminal Tower 


Ruopes, Curis L.—Tulsa 3, Okla. 
Crouch, Rhodes & Crowe 
1128 Hunt Building 


Ruopes, FREDERICK ATLAS—Kansas City 10, Mo. 
Central Surety & Insurance Corp. 
P. O. Box 207 


Rice, J. PerctvaL—Dallas 1, Texas 
24th Floor, Mercantile Bank Building 


Rice, Rosert H.—Elyria, Ohio 
Elyria Savings Building 
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Ricu, Ernest A.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
826 First National Soo-Line Building 


RICHARDSON, CHESTER D.—Kenosha, Wis. 
1-2 Dale Building 


RICHARDSON, Forrest E.—Portland 3, Maine 
Robinson, Richardson & Leddy 
85 Exchange Street 


RICHARDSON, JOHN E.—Glasgow, Ky. 
New Farmers National Bank Building 


Ruepe, Cart C.—Burlington, Iowa 
Hirsch, Riepe & Wright 
506-13 Tama Building 


Rivers, Georcg L. Buist—Charleston, S. C. 
Hagood, Rivers & Young 
28 Broad Street, Box 903 


Rives, AL G.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Jackson, Rives & Pettus 
818-21 Massey Building 


Ross. M. S.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Robb, Robb & Van Eps 
940 Builders Exchange 


Rosse, JoserH H., Jx.—Mitchell, S. D. 
305 Medical Arts Building 


Roserts, H. Me_vin—Cleveland 14, Ohio 
Howell, Roberts & Stapleton 
1026 Guardian Building 


Roserts, Kune L.—Columbus 15, Ohio 
Knepper, White & Dempsey 
5 East Long Street 


Roserts, M. M. —Hattiesburg, Miss. 
Heidelberg & Roberts 
Citizens Bank Building 


Roserts, MeLvin M.—Cleveland 14, Ohio 
Howell, Roberts & Stapleton 
1026 Guardian Building 


ROBERTSON, J. B.—Kansas City 13, Mo. 
Employers Reinsurance Corporation 
P. O. Box 2088 


ROBERTSON, LAWRENCE V.—Tucson, Ariz. 
Darnell, Robertson & Holesapple 
401 Valley National Building 
Box 30 


RosINnetTe, IvAN—Phoenix, Ariz. 
Gust, Rosenfeld & Divelbess 
Professional Building 


Rosinson, Howarp L.—Clarksburg, W. Va. 
Robinson & Stump 
Union Bank Building 


RoBINSON, Memory L.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Lange, Simpson, Robinson & Somerville 
1029 Frank Nelson Building 


RosBinson, THOMAS N.—Benton Harbor, Mich. 
403 Fidelity Building 


Rocap, JAMEs E.—Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
Rocap & Rocap 
129 East Market Street 
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Rocue, DonaLp M.—Chicago 4, III. 
175 West Jackson Blvd., Room 407 


Rope, ALFRED—Seattle 1, Wash. 
Shank, Belt, Rode & Cook 
1401 Joseph Vance Building 


Ropey, Pearce Coppincron—Albuquerque, N. M. 
Rodey, Dickason & Sloan 
First National Bank Building 
P. O. Box 558 


Roemer, Erwin W.—Chicago 3, IIl. 
Gardner, Carton & Douglas 
1430 First National Bank Building 
$3 South Clark Street 


Rocoskt, ALExIs J.—Muskegon, Mich. 
Hackley Union National Bank Building 


Ro.uins,- H. BEALE—Baltimore 2, Md. 
Rollins, Smalkin, Goudy & Weston 
Suite 629 Title Building 


ROMANACH, GUILLERMO D1Az—Havana, Cuba 
Obispo No. 53, The Trust Company Bldg. 


ROSEWATER, STANLEY M.—Omaha 2, Neb. 
Rosewater, Mecham, Shackelford & Stoehr 
1028 City National Bank Building 


Ross, JAaMEs H.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Ross & Earnheart 
760 First National Bank Building 


Rowe, Royce G.—Chicago 40, Ill. 
Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Co. 
Mutual Insurance Building 
4750 Sheridan Road 


Royster, JouN H.—Peoria 2, Ill. 
Heyl, Royster & Voelker 
809 Central National Bank Building 


Ruark, Rosert—Raleigh, N. C. 
Ruark & Ruark 
Suite 1008, Insurance Building 


Rupo.ten, Harotp W.—New York 7, N. Y. 
Secretary & General Counsel 
Seaboard Surety Company 
75 Maiden Lane—5th Floor 


RunaLs, CLARENCE R.—Niagara Falls, N. Y. 
Franchot, Runals, Cohen, Taylor & Mallam 
425-446 Gluck Building 


RUNKLE, CLARENCE B.—Los Angeles, 14, Calif. 
Crider, Runkle & Tilson 
650 South Spring Street 


Rust, Avtar H.—Bloomington, III. 


Gen. Counsel, State Farm Mutual Auto Ins. Co. 


State Farm Mutual Building 


RUTHERFORD, W. Harotp—Chicago 4, Ill. 
Hartford Accident & Indemnity Co. 
1329 Insurance Exchange 


Ryan, CHaArLes F.—Rutland, Vt. 
Ryan, Smith & Carbine 
Mead Building 


RYAN, Frank J.—Utica, N. Y. 
110 Genessee Street 
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RYAN, FRANK P.—Worcester 8, Mass. 
Ryan & Harrington 
332 Main Street 


RYAN, JAMEs M.—Geneva, N. Y. 
435 Exchange Street 


Ryan, Lewis C.—Syracuse, N. Y. 
Hancock, Dorr, Ryan & Shove 
Hills Building 


RYAN, STANLEY M.—Janesville, Wis. 
Dougherty, Grubb & Ryan 
401 Jackman Building 


SapLer, W. H., Jr.—Birmingham $3, Ala . 
Sadler & Sadler 
1316 Comer Building 


SALINSKY, Ben E.—Sheboygan, Wisc. 
Mohr Building 
709 N. 8th Street 


SALMON, Cart S.—Amsterdam, N. Y. 
53 East Main Street 


SALMON, Det B.—Schenectady 5, N. Y. 
521 State Street 


Sampson, RicHarp Hunt—Los Angeles 14, Calif. 
Tripp, Callaway, Sampson & Dryden 
210 West Seventh Street 


SANFORD, WILLIAM C.—Reno, Nev. 
43 North Sierra Street 
Box 1249 


Sapp, ARMISTEAD W.—Greensboro, N. C. 
Smith, Wharton, Sapp & Moore 
Suite 700 Jefferson Standard Building 


SARGENT, A. H.—Cedar Rapids, Iowa 
Sargent, Spangler & Hines 
Merchants National Bank Building 


SavaGe, Leonarp H.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
Savage, Gibson & Benefield 
2701 APCO Tower 


SAwYeER, Herspert S.—Miami 8, Fla. 


Evans, Mershon, Sawyer, Johnston & Simmons 


First National Bank Building 
Box 1390 


SCALLEN, RAyMonp A.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Faegre & Benson 
1260 Northwestern Bank Building 


ScuHacut, Wm. C.—Rochester, Minn. 
Schacht & Schacht 
100 First Avenue Building 


SCHELL, WALTER O.—Los Angeles 14, Calif. 
Schell & Delamer 
215 W. Seventh Street 


ScuisLer, J. HArry—Baltimore 3, Md. 
Vice President and General Attorney 
Fidelity & Deposit Company of Maryland 
and American Bonding Co. of Baltimore 
609 Fidelity Building 
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scutivF, Atbert C.—Springfield, Ml. 
Brown, Hay & Stephens 
714 First National Bank Building 


§cHLOTTHAUER, Georce McD.—Madison, Wis. 
Grelle & Schlotthauer 
105 Monona Avenue 

§ScumipT, Georce L.—Houston, Texas 

Kemper, Wilson & Schmidt 

317 Shell Building 


ScHNEIDER, Puitir J.—Cincinnati 2, Ohio 
Waite, Schindel & Bayless 
1318 Union Central Life Building 


SCHOBINGER, WILLIAM—New York 3, N. Y. 
London Guarantee & Acc. Co. 
55 Fifth Avenue 


ScuroeDER, H, J.—Stevens Point, Wis. 
Hardware Mutual Casualty Company 


ScuuLTz, Perer A.—Buffalo, N. Y. 
Steele & Schultz 
1054-60 Ellicott Square 


Scuwartz, Witaur C.—St. Louis 1, Mo. 
722 Chestnut Street 


§corr, Joun W.—Joplin, Mo. 
Scott, Scott & Blair 
Suite 512-516, Joplin National Bank Bldg. 


Scorr, PauL R.—Miami 6, Fla. 
Loftin, Anderson, Scott, McCarthy & Preston 
Ingraham Building, Box 1069 


Scrocciz, Lee J.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Lacey, Scroggie, Lacey & Buchanan 
Dime Building 


Scut.y, RayMoND J.—New York 17, N. Y. 
Senior Trial Counsel, 
100 East 42nd Street 


SEARL, WiLL1AM C.—Lansing, Mich. 
Secretary and General Counsel, 
Auto-Owners Insurance Company 
615 North Capitol Avenue, Box 660 


Sears, BARNABAS F.—Aurora, Ill. 
Sears & Streit 
Old Second National Bank Building 


Sears, Burton P.—Evanston, Ill. 
Associate General Counsel 
Washington National Insurance Co. 
610 Church Street 


SEBASTIAN, ArtHuUR M.—Columbus 15, Ohio 
Benoy & Sebastian 
50 W, Broad Street 


Sepcwick, WALLACE E.—San Francisco, Cal. 
Keith, Creede & Sedgwick 
1217 Mills Tower 
220 Bush Street 

SeiLer, Ropert E.—Joplin, Mo. 


Seiler, Blanchard & VanFleet 
Joplin National Bank Building 


SeLLers, CHARLES W.—Cleveland 14, Ohio 
Thompson, Hine & Flory 
Guardian Building 
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Travelers Insurance Co. 


SempLe, Harotp R.—Providence, R. I. 
208 Turks Head Building 


Sessions, Cicero—New Orleans 12, La. 
Montgomery, Fenner & Brown 


1105 Maritime Building 


Sewe._, Ben G.—Houston 2, Texas 
McGregor & Sewell 
905 Second National Bank Building 


SEXTON, JOHN J.—St. Paul 1, Minn. 
Sexton & Kennedy 
534 Minnesota Building 


SHACKELFORD, GEO. S. Jr.—Roanoke 3, Va. 
Cocke, Hazelgrove & Shackelford 
1109 Colonial-National Bank Bldg., Box 565 

SHACKLEFORD, R. W.—Tampa 2, Fila. 
Shackleford, Farrior, Shannon & Harrison 
700 Tampa Theatre Building 


SHAFFER, Hersert—Cincinnati 2, Ohio 
Waite, Schindel & Bayless 
1318 Union Central Life Building 


SHANDS, Ducas—Cleveland, Miss. 
Masonic Building 


SHANNON, Georce T.—Tampa 2, Fila. 
Shackleford, Farrior, Shannon & Harrison 
700 Tampa Theatre Building 


Suapiro, JosepH G.—Bridgeport, Conn. 
Shapiro & Daly 
945 Main Street 


SHAYLOR, CLypE L.—Ashtabula, Ohio 
National Bank Building 


Sueeny, Joe W.—Tyler, Texas 
Ramey, Calhoun, Marsh, Brelsford & Sheehy 
2nd Floor, Citizens National Bank Building 
P. O. Box 629 


SHEPPARD, JAMES C.—Los Angeles 13, Calif. 
Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Balthis 
458 South Spring Street 


SHEREFF, JAy—New York, N. Y. 
$25 East 79th Street 


SHERIDAN, BERNARD L.—Paola, Kan. 
Sheridan, Bishop & Sullivant 
Whitaker Building 


SHERWOOD, HERBERT M.—Providence 3, R. I. 
Sherwood & Clifford 
1003 Turks Head Building 


SuiELps, DAN B.—Salt Lake City 1, Utah 
419 Judge Building 


SHIPMAN, F. L.—Troy, Ohio 
Shipman & Shipman 
$20 West Main Street 


SHOHL, WALTER M.—Cincinnati 2, Ohio 
Dinsmore, Shohl, Sawyer & Dinsmore 
1218-1225 Union Central Building 


SHort, CuHarces F., Jr.—Chicago 2, Ill. 
Brundage & Short 
111 W. Washington St. 


SHUGHART, HENRY M.—Kansas City, Mo. 
Commerce Building 
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SHULL, DELoss P.—Sioux City 9, Iowa 
Shull & Marshall 
1109 Badgerow Building 


SHUTTLEWorTH, V. C.—Cedar Rapids, Iowa 
Elliott, Shuttleworth & Ingersoll 
1120 Merchants National Bank Building 


Smmpson, JAMES A.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Lange, Simpson, Robinson & Somerville 
1029 Frank Nelson Building 


SINNETT, THOMAS P.—Rock Island, Ill. 


Sinnett & Britton 
State Bank Building 


SKEEN, J. H.—Baltimore 2, Md. 
Frank, Skeen & Oppenheimer 
1508 First National Bank Building 


Sxutt, V. J.—Omaha, Nebraska 
Home Office Counsel 


Mutual Benefit Health & Accident Association 


$316 Farnam Street 


SLATON, JOHN M.—Atlanta 3, Ga. 


Suite 1009 The 22 Marietta Street Building 


SLAVEN, LANT R.—Williamson, W. Va. 
National Bank of Commerce Bldg. 


SMALLWOOD, JOHN M.—Russellville, Ark. 
Bank of Russellville Building 


SMALLWOOD, RoseERT L. Jr.—Oxford, Miss. 


SmitH, C. DoucLas—Santa Barbara, Calif. 
Griffith & Thornburg 
7 West Figueroa Street 


SmiTH, CHARLEs F.—Wausau, Wis. 
Smith, Okoneski, Puchner & Tinkham 
Thorp Finance Building 
427 Fourth Street 


SmitTH, CHAsE M.—Chicago 40, Ill. 
Smith, Rowe, Howe, Hurley & Bloom 
Mutual Insurance Building 
4750 Sheridan Road 


SmitH, CLATER W.—Baltimore 2, Md. 
Clarke, Thomsen & Smith 
Baltimore Trust Building 


SmitH, E. B.—Boise, Idaho 
Idaho Building 


SMITH, Forrest S.—Jersey City 2, N. J. 
Smith, James & Matthias 
1 Exchange Place 


SmitH, H. L.—Tulsa 3, Okla. 
Smith & Rogers 
614-618 Oil Capital Building 


SMITH, James T.—Midland, Texas 
Whitaker, Turpin, Kerr, Smith & Brooks 
Box 913, First National Bank Building 


SMITH, JuLIus C.—Greensboro, N. C. 


Gen. Counsel, Jefferson Standard Life Ins. Co. 


Smith, Wharton & Jordan 
Jefferson Standard Building 
SMITH, P. EuceNe—Dayton 2, Ohio 


Marshall, Harlan & Smith 
820 Reibold Building 


SmitH, Rocer H.—Toledo 4, Ohio 
Effler, Eastman, Stichter & Smith 
902 Home Bank Building 


SmiTH, SyLvesteR C., Jr.—Newark 1, N. J. 
General Attorney, The Prudential 
Insurance Company of America 
18 Bank Street 


SmiTH, WILLIAM P.—Chicago 4, II. 
c/o Continental Casualty Co. 
$10 South Michigan Ave. 


SmitH, WiLuis—Raleigh, N. C. 
Smith, Leach & Anderson 
Security Bank Building 


SMITHSON,. SPURGEON L.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Smithson & Stubbs 
724 Rialto Building 


SNATTINGER, IRWIN—Topeka, Kan. 
National Bank of Topeka Building 


SNopcrass, Puitip N.—Madison 3, Wis. 
General Casualty Company 
117 East Wilson Street 


Snow, C. B.—Jackson, Miss. 
Butler & Snow 
1301 Deposit Guaranty Bank Building 


Snow, Epwarp L.—Meridian, Miss. 
Snow & Covington 
Threefoot Building, P. O. Box 786 


Snyper, GERALD C.—Waukegan, III. 
Snyder & Clarke 
210 Washington Street 


Snyper, Henry L.—Allentown, Pa. 
Snyder, Wert & Wilcox 
Suite 619 Commonwealth Bldg. 
510 Hamilton Street 


SPAIN, FRANK E.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Spain, Gillon, Grooms & Young 
408 First National Building 


SPELLMAN, Frep B. H.—Alva, Okla. 
Mauntel & Spellman 
Box No. 299 


Spence, Georce M.—Johnstown, Pa. 
Spence, Custer & Saylor 
Johnstown Bank & Trust Building 


Spray, JosepH A.—Los Angeles 14, Calif. 
Spray, Gould, Duckett & Bowers 
341 Roosevelt Building 
727 W. 7th Street 


SPRINKLE, PauL C.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Sprinkle & Knowles 
515 Lathrop Building 


STaFForD, Harotp E.—Chippewa Falls, Wis. 
Stafford & Stafford 
First National Bank Building 


St. CLair, ASHLEY—Boston 17, Mass. 
Liberty Mutual Insurance Company 
175 Berkeley Street 


April, 1949 
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STANLEY, ARTHUR J., JR.—Kansas City 10, Kan. 
Stanley, Stanley, Schroeder, 
Weeks & Thomas 
1106 Huron Building 


STANLEY, W. E.—Wichita 2, Kan. 
Depew, Stanley, Weigand, Hook & Curfman 
830 First National Bank Building 


§rant, DoNALD T.—Bristol, Va.-Tenn. 
Stant & Roberts 
Reynolds Arcade Building 


§rarR, Lewis Appott—Camden, N. J. 
Starr, Summerill & Davis 
$30 Market Street 


SraTHERS, WiLtIAM G.—Clarksburg, W. Va. 
Stathers & Cantrall 
Goff Building 


STECHER, JOSEPH _D.—Toledo 4, Ohio 
Yager, Bebout & Stecher 
603 Toledo Trust Building 


Sreer, Georce H., K. C.—Edmonton, Alberta, 
Canada 
Milner, Steer, Poirier, Martland & Booker 
Royal Bank Building 


STEPHENS, OscAR A.—Youngstown 3, Ohio 
Stephens & Young 
1102 Mahoning Bank Building 


Srerry, Pumir C.—Los Angeles 14, Cal. 
Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher 
634 South Spring Street 


STEVENS, JOHN MorcAN—Jackson 107, Miss. 
Stevens & Canada 
Standard Life Building, P. O. Box 906 


Stewart, Don W.—Lincoln 8, Neb. 
Stewart & Stewart 
1412 Sharp Building 


STEWART, JOHN W.—Lincoln, Neb. 
Stewart & Stewart 
1412 Sharp Building 


STewarT, JosepH R.—Kansas City 10, Mo. 
Asst. to General Counsel 
Kansas City Life Insurance Co. 
3520 Broadway 


StICcHTER, WAYNE E.—Toledo 4, Ohio 
Effler, Eastman, Stichter & Smith 
9th Floor, Home Bank Building 


StickEL, Frep G. Jr.—Newark 2, N. J. 
Stickel & Stickel 
Raymond Commerce Building 


Stites, HARRY Farrar, Jr.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Deutsch, Kerrigan & Stiles 
1700 Hibernia Building 


Stiner, L. R.—Hastings, Nebr. 
Stiner, Boslaugh & Stiner 
Clarke Building 


StockWeELL, E. L.—Los Angeles 14, Calif. 
1300 Pacific Finance Building 


Stone, AYTCHMONDE P. Jx.—Springfield, Mo. 
Stone & Smith 
Woodruff Building 
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Storey, Douctass D.—Harrisburg, Pa. 
Storey & Bailey 
16 North Market Square 


Stoupt, JAMEs W.—Reading, Pa. 
Body, Muth & Rhoda 
541 Court Street 


SToveR, WALTER—Watertown, S.-D. 
First Citizens National Bank Building 


STRASBURGER, Henry W.—Dallas 1, Texas 
Strasburger, Price, Holland, Kelton & Miller 
Gulf States Building 


STRATTON, Husert C.—Syracuse, N. Y. 
Bond, Schoeneck & King 
1400 State Tower Building 


StriTe, Epwin D.—Chambersburg, Pa. 
$06 Chambersburg Trust Company Bldg. 


Stusess, Tom J.—Kansas City, Mo. 
Smithson & Stubbs 
724 Rialto Building 


SULLIVAN, Bruce R.—Albany 7, New York 
Ainsworth & Sullivan 
75 State Street 


SULLIVAN, CHARLES B.—Albany 7, N. Y. 
Ainsworth & Sullivan 
75 State Street 


SULLIVAN, Grorce S.—Syracuse 2, N. Y. 
MacKenzie, Smith & Mitchell 
821 O. C. S. B. Building 


SULLIVAN, JOHN F.—Mandan, N. D. 
Sullivan, Kelsch & Lord 
First National Bank Building 


SUTHERLAND, ROBERT J.—Madison 3, Wis. 
Schubring, Ryan, Peterson & Sutherland 
The Power & Light Building 


SWAINSON, CLARENCE A.—Cheyenne, Wyo. 
500 Hynds Building 


Swanson, ALvIN W.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Durham & Swanson 
1440 Northwestern Bank Building 


SWANSTROM, GERALD M.—Milwaukee 2, Wis. 
The Northwestern Mutual Life Ins. Co. 
720 East Wisconsin Avenue 


Swartz, C. Donatp—Philadelphia 7, Pa. 
Swartz, Campbell & Henry 
1724 Lincoln-Liberty Building 


Sweet, Joe G.—San Francisco 4, Calif. 
Hadsell, Sweet & Ingalls 
Financial Center Building 


Sweet, WILLIAM P.—Kansas City, Mo. 
916 Walnut St. Bldg., 3rd Floor 


Sweitzer, J. MEARL—Wausau, Wis. 


Gen. Counsel, Employers Mut. Liab. Ins. Co. 


407 Grant Building 


SwisHER, B. F.—Waterloo, Iowa 
Swisher, Cohrt & Swisher 
502 Waterloo Building 
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Syxes, Ropert H.—Durham, N. C. 
410-11-12 Geer Building, Box 376 


Symons, Noe. S.—Buffalo 2, N. Y. 
Rann, Brown, Sturtevant & Kelly 
440 M. & T. Building 


= 


Taytor, Epwarp I.—Hartford 15, Conn. 
The Century Indemnity Co. 
670 Main Street 


Taytor, Lowett—Memphis 3, Tenn. 
Taylor & Quick 
Commerce Title Building 


TEMPLE, JOHN JAY—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Temple, Brown, Culehan & Temple 
1749 Penobscot Building 


Terry, WILLIAM H., Jr.—Memphis 1, Tenn. 
McDonald, McDonald & Kuhn 
1120 Commerce Title Building 


TERWILLIGER, HeERBERT—Wausau, Wisc. 
Genrich & Terwilliger 
Security Building 
403 Fourth Street 


Tuomas, ADELBERT W.—Cleveland 15, Ohio 
1220 B. F. Keith Building 


Tuomas, Eart Titman—Jackson 102, Miss. 
Wells, Wells, Newman & Thomas 
900 Lamar Life Building 


Tuomas, Utysses S.—Buffalo 2, N. Y. 
719 White Building 


Tuompson, FLoyp E.—Chicago 3, Ill. 
Poppenhusen, Johnston, Thompson & 
Raymond 
11 South LaSalle Street 


THOMPSON, GROvER C.—Lexington 3, Ky. 
1501 First National Bank & Trust Co. Bldg. 


TuHompson, Witt C.—Dallas 1, Texas 
Thompson, Knight, Harris, Wright & Weisberg 
Republic Bank Building 


THOMSEN, Roszet C.—Baltimore 2, Md. 
Clark, Thomsen & Smith 
Baltimore Trust Building 


TuHornsury, P. L.—Columbus 16, Ohio 
Farm Bureau Mutual Auto Ins. Co. 
246 North High Street 


THURMAN, Hat C.—Dallas 9, Texas 
Braniff Airways, Love Field 


THURMAN, SAM D.—Salt Lake City, Utah 
Skeen, Thurman & Worsley 
1501 Walker Bank Building 


TINKHAM, RicHARD P.—Hammond, Ind. 
Tinkham & Tinkham 
708 Calumet Building 


TorBAAs, Oscar T.—Madison 3, Wis. 
Wilkie, Toebaas, Hart & Jackman 
111 South Hamilton Street . 
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Embry, Johnson, Crowe, Tolbert & Shelton 
640 First National Building 


Toier, Joun L.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Chaffe, McCall, Bruns, Toler & Phillips 
724 Whitney Building 


Tompkins, Oscar L.—Dothan, Ala. 
Newberry Building 


Toony, CiirForp M.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Dime Bank Building 


Toppinc, Price H.—New York 3, N. Y. 
Associate General Counsel 
Guardian Life Ins. Co. of America 
50 Union Square 


TOUCHSTONE, LucIAN—Dallas 1, Texas 
1108 Magnolia Building 


Toucustone, O. O.—Dallas 1, Texas 
1108 Magnolia Building 


Towers, C. D.—Jacksonville 2, Fla. 
Rogers, Towers & Bailey 
508 Consolidated Building 


TOWNSEND, MARK, JR.—Jersey City N. J. 
Townsend & Doyle 
921 Bergen Avenue 


Travis, Ceci. F.—Jackson 107, Miss. 
Lotterhos, Travis & Dunn 
1019 Standard Life Building 


TrAYNor, MAcK V.—Devils Lake, N. D. 
Traynor & Traynor 
8-9-10-11 Mann Building 


TRESSLER, Davin L.—Chicago 3, IIl. 
Kitch, Moore & Tressler 
1200-105 South LaSalle Street 


Tripcetr, ARTHUR FAIRFAX—Pine Pluff, Ark. 
615 National Building 


Triprpe, Atvin C.—Kansas City, Mo. 


Hogsett, Trippe, Depping & Houts 
2900 Fidelity Building 


Tscuupt, HArotp—Baltimore 2, Md. 
Semmes, Bowen & Semmes 
Baltimore Trust Building 
10 Light Street 


Tuss, THOMAS JEFFERSON—West Point, Miss. 
18 Court Street 


Tucker, JOHN GRAHAM—Beaumont, Texas 
Orgain, Bell & Tucker 
404 Gilbert Building 


Tucker, R. C.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Tucker, Murphy & Wilson 
831 Scarritt Building 


Tucker,’ WARREN C.—Utica, N. Y. 
Tucker & Bisselle 
P. O. Drawer 530 


TurRNER, MARK N.—Buffalo 2, N. Y. 
Rann, Brown, Sturtevant & Kelly 
440 M & T Building 


April, 1949 


TOLBERT, RAyMoNnD A.—Oklahoma City 2, Okla, 
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Ture, Ropert M.—Midland, Texas 
Whitaker, Turpin, Kerr, Smith & Brooks 
First National Bank Building 
Pp. O. Box 913 


TyLer, Morris—New Haven 9, Conn. 
Gumbert, Corbin, Tyler & Cooper 
205 Church Street 


U 


Ucnetta, Casper B.—New York 7, N. Y. 
90 John Street 


Uteicu, Leste R.—Cleveland 14, Ohio 
Garfieid, Baldwin, Jamison, Hope & Ulrich 
1425 Guardian Building 


Upson, J. WARREN—Waterbury 89, Conn. 
Bronson, Lewis, Bronson & Upson 
111 W. Main Street 


Uzett, T. A. Jr.—Asheville 2, N. C. 
Johnson & Uzzell 
P. O. Box 7526, Court House Station 


Vv 


VANALsBuRG, DoNALD J.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Detroit Automobile Inter-Ins. Exchange 
400 United Artists Building 


VAN CLEAVE, THOMAS M.—Kansas City 12, Kan. 
McAnany, Alden, Van Cleave & Phillips 
604 Commercial National Bank Building 


VanDuzer, ASHLEY M.—Cleveland 13, Ohio 
McKeehan, Merrick, Arter & Stewart 
Terminal Tower 


Van Dyke, JAMEs W.—Paris, Tenn. 
Van Dyke & Dunlap 
Commercial Bank Building 


VAN FLEET, HeRBeRT—Joplin, Mo. 
Seiler, Blanchard & Van Fleet 
Joplin National Bank Building 


VAN ORMAN, FRaNcis—Newark 2, N. J. 
V.-P. & G. C., Bankers Indemnity Ins. Co. 
15 Washington Street 
Box 247 


VAN ORMAN? Wayne—New York 5, N. Y. 
55 Liberty Street 
VarnuM, Laurent K.—Grand Rapids 2, Mich. 


Varnum, Riddering, Wierengo & Christenson 
1000 Michigan Trust Building 


Viertnc, RusseLt W.—Hartford, Conn. 
30 Trinity Street 


ViseR, MortiMER—Louisville, Ky. 
Davis, Boehl, Viser & Marcus 
Kentucky Home Life Building 


VocEL, Lestrze H.—Chicago §$, Ill. 
Vogel & Bunge 
Suite 901, Borland Building 
105 South LaSalle Street 
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WAECHTER, ARTHUR J. JR.—New Orleans 12, La. 
Jones, Flanders, Waechter & Walker 
842 Canal Building 


Wacner, RicHarp C.—New York 7, N. Y. 
Association of Casualty & Surety Executives 
60 John Street 


WAKEFIELD, CLAUDE E.—Seattle, Wash. 
Bogle, Bogle & Gates 
6th Floor, Central Building 


Wa.surc, Harry E.—Newark 2, N. J. 
Cox and Walburg 
Raymond-Commerce Building 
11 Commerce Street 


WALKER, Henry B.—Evansville 16, Ind. 
Walker & Walker 
406 Old National Bank Building 


Wacker, Henry B., Jr.—Evansville 16, Ind. 
Walker & Walker 
406 Old National Bank Building 


WALKER, Howarp C.—Akron, Ohio 
Walker & Alpeter 
1003 Second National Building 


WALKER, WM. M.—Rock Island, Il. 
Connelly & Walker 
First National Bank Building 


Wa ter, T. S.—Paducah, Ky. 
Waller, Threlkeld & Whitlow 
501-06 Citizens Savings Bank Bldg. 


WALTON, MILLER—Miami 32, Fila. 
Walton, Hubbard, Schroeder, Lantaff & Atkins 
913 Alfred I Du Pont Building 


WALTz, HaroLtp Appison—Akron 8, Ohio 
Waltz & Olds 
912-3-4 Second National Building 


Warp, D. L.—New Bern, N. C. 
Dunn Building 


WARDLE, Freperick C.—Detroit 26, Mich. 
Claims Attorney, 
American Associated Insurance Companies 
1521 National Bank Building 


Ware, OWEN WALLER—Baton Rouge, La. 
Albritton, Ware & Litton 
610 Roumain Building 


Warner, C. E.—Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Central Surety & Insurance Corporation 
928 First National Soo Line Building 


Warner, C. F.—Kansas City, Mo. 
c/o Heart of America Agency 
1336 Walnut Street 


Warner, Mito J.—Toledo 4, Ohio 
Doyle, Lewis & Warner 
1633 Nicholas Building 


WarrEN, F. G.—Sioux Falls, S. D. 
Boyce, Warren, Murphy & McDowel 
Boyce Building 
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WARREN, THEODORE E.—Ashtabula, Ohio 
Peoples Building & Loan Building 


WASSELL, THOMAS W.—Dallas 1, Texas 
Texas Employers’ Insurance Association 
421 Interurban Building, P. O. Box 2759 


WarKEINS, THoMAs G.—Nashville 3, Tenn. 
Watkins & Crownover 
723-25-27 Stahlman Building 


Watkins, THoMAs H.—Jackson 105, Miss. 
Watkins & Eager 
1001 Standard Life Building 


WarTKINS, WILLIAM H.—Jackson 105, Miss. 
Watkins & Eager 
1001 Standard Life Building 


Wartrous, CHARLES A.—New Haven 7, Conn. 
P. O. Box 1656 


WatraM, C. C.—Fargo, N. D. 
Wattam, Vogel & Vogel 
2014 Broadway 


WATTERS, THOMAS, JR.—New York 7, N. Y. 
Watters, Cowen & Baldridge 
116 John Street 


Watts, Ouin E.—Jacksonville 2, Fla. 
Jennings & Watts 
814 Barnett National Bank Building 


Way, ALEXANDER B., JR.—Boston 9, Mass. 
Cryan & Way 
33 Broad Street 


Wess, D. C.—Knoxville 8, Tenn. 
Green, Webb & McCampbell 
800 Burwell Building 
P. O. Box 254 


Wess, Rosert L.—Topeka, Kan. 
McClure, Webb & Oman 
708 National Bank of Topeka Building 


WEBER, JOHN A.—Medina, Ohio 


Wesster, LuTHER IRA—Rochester 4, N. Y. 
Webster, Lamb & Webster 
714 Union Trust Building 


WEECH, C. SEwELL—Baltimore 3, Md. 
Attorney and Vice President, 
New Amsterdam Casualty Company 
227 St. Paul Street 


Weeks, THOMAS N.—Waterville, Maine 
Perkins, Weeks & Hutchins 
Depositors Trust Building 


Wen, Rosert M.—Cleveland, Ohio 
Burgess, Fulton & Fullmer 
1250 Terminal Tower 


WEICHELT, GEorcE M.—Chicago 4, IIl. 
Dent, Weichelt & Hampton 
1111 The Rookery Bldg., 209 S. LaSalle St. 


WEIGAND, LAWRENCE—Wichita 2, Kan. 
Depew, Stanley, Weigand, Hook & Curfman 
Suite 830, First National Bank Building 
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WetcH, W. S.—Laurel, Miss. 
Welch, Cooper & Welch 
First National Bank Bldg., Box 817 


WELLs, MAXwELL W.—Orlando, Fila. 
Maguire, Voorhis & Wells 
P. O. Box 633 


WELLs, Rosert W.—Reno, Nev. 
Brown & Wells 
10 State Street 


WeLLs, W. CALvin, III—Jackson 102, Miss. 
Wells, Wells, Newman & Thomas 
Lamar Life Building 


WERNER, Vicror DaAvis—New York 6, N. Y. 
Suite 2304-19 Rector Street 


WeEsLey, GeorcE B.—New York 3, N. Y. 
Phoenix-London Group 
55 Fifth Avenue 


Weston, S. Burns—Cleveland 13, Ohio 
McConnell, Blackmore, Cory & Burke 
1208 Terminal Tower 


WHALEY, THomas B.—Columbia, S. C. 
Wise, Whaley & McCutchen 
700-1-2 Liberty Life Building 


Wuatey, Viras H.—Racine, Wis. 
408-411 Badger Building 


Wuiraker, R. A.—Kinston, N. C. 
First-Citizens Bank Building 
Box 281 


Wuire, ANDREW J. Jr.—Columbus 15, Ohio 
Knepper, White & Dempsey 
5 East Long Street 


Wuire, Harvey E.—Norfolk 10, Va. 
White, Ryan & Holland 
Citizens Bank Building 


Wuite, Jacos S.—Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
White, Wright, Raub & Forrey 
1508 Merchants Bank Building 


Wurrte, Lowritt—Denver 2, Colo. 
550 Equitable Building 


Wuite, Morris E.—Tampa 2, Fla. 
Fowler, White, Gillen, Yancey & Humkey 
Citizens Building 


Waite, THomas E.—New York City 
Fidelity & Deposit Co. of Maryland 
140 William Street 


Wuite, THOMAS RAEBURN, JR.—Philadelphia 10, Pa. 


White & Williams 
1900 Land Title Building 


Waite, W. H.—Gulfport, Miss. 
White & Morse 
Abstract Building 


WuitenHouse, Brooks—Portland, Maine 


Verrill, Dana, Walker, Philbrook & Whitehouse 


First National Bank Building 


WuitFieLp, ALLEN—Des Moines 9, Iowa 
Whitfield, Musgrave, Selvy & Fillmore 
616 Insurance Exchange Building 





April, 1949 


April, 1949 


Wuitinc, CHarLtes H.—Rapid City, S. D. 
Whiting, Wilson & Lynn 


Room 207, Rapid City National Bank Bldg. 


Wicker, JOHN J. JR.—Richmond 21, Va. 
501 Mutual Building 


WIckERSHAM, F, Brewster—Harrisburg, Pa. 
Metzger & Wickersham 
501 Keystone Bldg., 22 S. 3rd Street 


WickHAM, ARTHUR—Milwaukee 2, Wis. 
Quarles, Spence & Quarles 
828 North Broadway 


WICKHAM, WILLIAM A.—Detroit 32, Mich. 
Standard Accident Insurance Company 
640 Temple Avenue 


Witsert, PAUL L.—Pittsburg, Kansas 
Keller, Burnett, Owsley & Wilbert 
204 National Bank Building 


WiLsouRN, JAMES Cox—Meridian, Miss. 
Wilbourn & Wilbourn 
Citizens National Bank Building 


Witsourn, R. E.—Meridian, Miss. 
Wilbourn & Wilbourn 
Citizens National Bank Building 


Witcox, MARSHALL E.—Columbus, Ohio 


General Counsel, State Auto Mutual Ins. Co. 


518 East Broad Street 


Wies, ARTHUR W.—Columbus 15, Ohio 
Wiles & Doucher 
Huntington Bank Building 


Witey, JOHN F.—Washington, Pa. 
Marriner & Wiley 
Washington Trust Building 


WILLaRD, RALPH H.—Boston 9, Mass. 
Willard, Allen & Mulkern 
100 Milk Street 


WILLIAMS, HARoLp L.—Medina, Ohio 
Public Square 


WitttaMs, Ira J.—Philadelphia 10, Pa. 
White & Williams 
1930 Land Title Building 


WituiaMs, LeicH D.—Norfolk 10, Va. 
Williams, Cocke & Tunstall 
$22 Citizens Bank Building 


WILLIAMS, MARVIN, Jr.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Davies & Williams 
508-13 Watts Building 


WituiaMs, Ropert RANsoM—Asheville, N. C. 
Williams, Cocke & Williams 
Jackson Building 


Wittson, Georce C.—St. Louis 2, Mo. 
Willson, Cunningham & McClellan 
1930 Boatmen’s Bank Building 


Witmer, G. W. A.— Middletown, Ohio 
Savings & Loan Building 


WINnDoLpH, F. LyMAN—Lancaster, Pa. 
121 East King Street 
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Wincer, Maurice H.—Kansas City 6, Mo. 
Winger, Barker & Winger 
1100 Waltower Building 


WINKLER, JoHN H.—Columbus 16, Ohio 
Farm Bureau Mutual Auto Ins. Co. 
246 N. High Street 


Winstow, Francis E.—Rocky Mount, N. C. 
Battle, Winslow & Merrell 
Box 269 


Winsor, Cart I.—Wichita 2, Kan. 
Winsor & Bond 
602 Schweiter Building 


Wise, Cuester G.—Akron 8, Ohio 
Wise, Roetzel, Maxon, Kelly & Andress 
1110 First-Central Tower 


Wisecarver, R. P.—San Francisco 4, Calif. 
315 Montgomery Street 


WITHERSPOON, Gipson B.—Meridian, Miss. 
716-720 Threefoot Building 


Woop, A. C.—Houston 2, Texas 
Wood, Gresham, McCorquodale & Martin 
1801 Commerce Building 


Woop, Borpen—Portland 5, Ore. 
King, Wood, Miller & Anderson 
926 American Bank Building 


Woop, Epwarp L.—Denver 2, Colo. 
Wood, Crager & Ris 
200 Equitable Building 


Woopin, GLENN W.—Dunkirk, N. Y. 
Woodin & Woodin 
Lester Building 


Woops, M. T.—Sioux Falls, S. D. 
Bailey, Voorhees, Woods & Fuller 
200 Bailey-Glidden Building 


Woopwarpb, Ernest—Louisville 2, Ky. 
Woodward, Hobson & Fulton 
1805-26 Kentucky Home Life Building 


Woopwarb, FieLpeN—Louisville 2, Ky. 
Woodward, Hobson & Fulton 
1805-26 Kentucky Home Life Building 


WooLsey, CLARENCE O.—Springfield, Mo. 
Allen & Woolsey 
Woodruff Building 


WRIGHT, Barry—Rome, Ga. 
Wright, Rogers, Magruder & Hoyt 
339 Broad Street 


Wricut, Burrett—Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
White, Wright, Raub & Forrey 
1508-13 Merchants Bank Building 


Wricnt, Ciive L.—Jamestown, N. Y. 
Jamestown Mutual Insurance Co. 
Fenton Building 


Wricnut, CLype H.—Canton 2, Ohio 
Day, Cope, Ketterer, Raley & Wright 
1110 First National Bank Building 

Wricnt, Epwarp L.—Little Rock, Ark. 


Buzbee, Harrison & Wright 
1025 Pyramid Building, Box 1260 
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Wricnt, Isaac C.—Wilmington, N. C. Younc, Frank M.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 
Murchison Building, Box 208 Spain, Gillon, Grooms & Young 


408 First National Building 
Wyman, Louts Etiot—Manchester, N. H. 
Wyman, Starr, Booth, Wadleigh & Langdei! Younc, Frank W.—Springfield, Il. 
45 Market Street. Gillespie, Burke & Gillespie 
508 Reisch Building 


Yy Younc, RayMonp G.—Omaha 2, Neb. 
Young & Williams 
YANCEY, BENJAMIN W.—New Orleans 12, La. 624 Omaha National Bank Building 
Terriberry, Young, Raulkt & Carroll 
Whitney Bank Building Younc, Rosert F.—Dayton 2, Ohio 
Harshman & Young 
Yancey, Georce W.—Birmingham 3, Ala. 1201 Third National Bank Building 
London & Yancey 
1007 Massey Building 
YANCEY, Hervey—Tampa 2, Fla, Zz 
Fowler, White, Gillen, Yancey & Humkey 


pon Ce Panning ZARLENGO, ALBERT E.—Denver 2, Colo. 
Yecce, Ronatp V.—Denver 2, Colo. McComb, Nordmark & Zarlengo 
January & Yegge 1020 First National Bank Building 


604 Equitable Buildin 
*4 . Zucker, SAUL J.—Newark 2, N. J. 


YONT, LAURENCE Dickson—Boston 16, Mass. Kristeller & Zucker 
Yont & Yont 744 Broad Street 


Buildi 
ne ZuretT, MELVIN H.—Rochester 4, N. Y. 
Younc, Ciype L.—Bismarck, N. D. Brown & Zurett 
Provident Life Building 920 Reynolds Arcade Building 
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Geographical Membership List 


(*Memabers in Armed Forces of the United States) 


ALABAMA 


Anniston 
Merrill, Hugh D. 
Merrili, Hugh D., Jr. 


Birmingham 
Blakey, James C. 
Bouldin, Walter 
Cabaniss, Jelks H. 
Clark, James E. 
Davies, Frank W. 
Dunn, Evans 
Grooms, Hobart 
Jackson, J. Kirkman 
Martin, William Logan 
Mead, J. S. 
Mudd, J. P. 
Rives, Al G. 
Robinson, Memory L 
Sadler, W. H., Jr. 
Simpson, James A. 
Spain, Frank E. 
Williams, Marvin, Jr. 
Yancey, George W. 
Young, Frank M. 


Dothan 
Buntin, T. E. 
Tompkins, Oscar L. 


Gadsden 
Dortch, Wm. B. 
Lusk, John A., Jr. 
Martin, Frank J. 


Mobile 
Adams, Robert F. 


Armbrecht, William H.., 


Montgomery 
Baker, Sam Rice 
Ball, Charles A. 
Ball, Fred S., Jr. 
Crenshaw, Files 
Crenshaw, Jack 
Garrett, James W. 
Meader, Henry C. 


Opelika 
Denson, N. D. 


Selma 
Pitts, William McLean 


Tuscaloosa 
Jones, DeVane King 
Madison, J. G. 


j' 


ARIZONA 


Phoenix 
Divelbess, Harold L. 
McKesson, Theodore G. 
Robinette, Ivan 


Tucson 
Robertson, Lawrence V. 


ARKANSAS 


Blytheville 
Reid, Max B. 


Fort Smith 
Pryor, Thomas Brady, Jr. 


Jonesboro 
Barrett, Joe C. 


Little Rock 
Barber, A. L. 
Henry, E. A. 
Owens, Grover T. 
Wright, Edward L. 


Pine Bluff 
Triplett, Arthur Fairfax 


Marianna 
Daggett, C. E. 


Russellville 
Smallwood, John M. 


CALIFORNIA 


Bakersfield 


Petrini, James 


Long Beach 
Ball, Joseph A. 


Los Angeles 
Anderson, Newton E, 
Bauder, Reginald I. 
Belcher, Frank B. 
Betts, Forrest Arthur 
Blalock, James T. 
Catlin, Frank D. 
Catlin, Henry W. 
Crider, Joe, Jr. 
Duque, Henry 
Ely, Walter 
Gallagher, Lasher Barrington 
Gould, Charles P. 
Hon, Gaines 
Hughes, James W. 
Jarrett, Joseph W. 
Kearney, J. L. 
Kirtland. Richard L. 
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McConnell, F. Britton 
Reed, Fred O. 
Runkle, Clarence B. 
Sampson, Richard Hunt 
Schell, Walter O. 
Sheppard, James C. 
Spray, Joseph A. 

Sterry, Philip C. 
Stockwell, E. L. 


Oakland 
Crosby Carlisle C. 
Heafey, Edwin A. 


San Diego 
Driscoll, John Gerald, Jr. 


San Francisco 
Barfield, Charles V. 
Bronson, E. D. 
Caldwell, Lester M. 
Cooley, Arthur E. 
Creede, Frank J. 
Dana, Paul C. 
Dinkelspiel, Martin J. 
Levit, Bert W. 
Park, Arthur A. 
Sedgwick, Wallace E. 
Sweet, Joe G. 
Wisecarver, R. P. 


San Marino 
Mason, Stevens T. 


Santa Barbara 
Smith, C. Douglas 


Ventura 
Henderson, Edward 


CANADA 


Calgary, Alberta 
Fenerty, Robert Lloyd Doull 


Edmonton, Alberta 
Grant, Charles H., K.C. 
Steer, George H. 


Montreal 
Brais, F. Philippe, K. C. 
Lacoste, Roger, K. C. 


Quebec City 
Boutin, J. Pierre 


Toronto, Ontario 
Agar, Thomas J., K.C. 
Davidson, W. C., K.C. 
Phelan, Thomas N. 


Vancouver, B. C. 
DuMoulin, L. St. M. 
Guild, Charles Kelly 


Winnipeg, Manitoba 
Aikins, G. H., K.C. 
Guy, Robert D. 


COLORADO 


Denver 


Bannister, L. Ward 
Berman, H. 
*Blount, G. Dexter 
Coit, Darwin D. 
Harrington, Mark H. 
January, Samuel M. 
Laws, Arthur H. 
Long, Lawrence A. 
McComb, Edgar 
Nordmark, Godfrey 
White, Lowell 
Wood, Edward L. 
Yegge, Ronald V. 
Zarlengo, Albert E. 


Pueblo 


Burris, William T. 


CONNECTICUT 


Bridgeport 


onapiro, Joseph G. 


Hartford 


Berry, Joseph F. 
Cox, Berkeley 
Deegan, James F, 
Denne, R. Gregory 
Dew, W. Braxton 
Don Carlos, Harlan S. 
Downs, Walter W. 
Dully, Frank E. 
Faude, John P. 
Graham, John C, 
Hall, Robert E. 
Harvey, Thomas P. 
Heard, Manning W. 
Jainsen, Wilson C. 
Nixon, David S. 
Pelgrift, DeLancey 
Taylor, Edward I. 
Viering, Russell W. 


New Haven 


Tyler, Morris 
Watrous, Charles A. 


Norwich 


James, Charles V. 


Waterbury 


Upson, J. Warren 


CUBA 


Havana 


Romanach, Dr. Guillermo Diaz 


DELAWARE 


Wilmington 


Bennethum, William H. 
Klaw, Abel 

Morford, James R. 
Prickett, William 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Washington 
Arth, Charles W. 
Clifford, Clark M. 
*Dunn, Ralph P. 
Frost, Norman B. 
Gallagher, Bernard J. 
Jones, Edmund L. 
McInerney, Wilbert 
Mercier, Lucien H. 
Nesbit, Frank F. 
Nigh, Warren 
Pledger, Charles E., Jr 


FLORIDA 


Daytona Beach 
Green, Alfred A. 


Fort Myers 
Franklin, J. A. 
Holt, Parker 


Fort Pierce 
Liddon, Walker 
Parker, Otis Robert, Jr. 
Gainesville 
Arnow, Winston E. 
Clayton, E. A. 
Jordan, Birkett F. 
Lazonby, J. Lance 


Jacksonville 
Ashby, Clarence G. 
Conroy, Francis P. 
Gray, Harry T. 
Howell, Charles Cook, J: 
Markham, J. Henson 
Marks, Sam R. 
Mathews, John Elie 
May, Philips 
Milam, Arthur Y. 
McIlvaine, Eugene T. 
Osborne, H. P. 
Towers, C. D. 
Watts, Olin E. 

Miami 
Anderson, Robert H. 
Atkins, C. Clyde 
Blackwell, T. J. 
Brown, C. L. 
DeJarnette, H. Reid 
Dixon, James A. 
Dyer, David W. 
Fleming, Edward E. 
Humkey, Walter 
Julian, Leo S. 
Knight, Dewey 
Lantaff, William C. 
McKay, John G. 
Mershon, M. L. 
Morehead, Charles A. 
Sawyer, Herbert S. 
Scott, Paul R. 
Walton, Miller 


Ocala 
Ferguson, D. Niel 
Orlando 
Gurney, J. Thomas 
Maguire, Raymer F. 
Wells, Maxwell W. 


Pensacola 
, E. Dixie 
Fisher, William, Jr. 
Fisher, William 


St. Petersburg 
Askew, Erle B. 
Barton, Robert M. 


Sanford 
Moore, John W. D. 


Tallahassee 
O’Kelley, A. Frank 


Tampa 
Allison, John M. 
Ferguson, Chester H. 
Fowler, Cody 
Gillen, William A. 
Kelly, T. Paine, Jr. 
Reeves, G. L. 
Shackleford, R. W. 
Shannon, George T. 
White, Morris E. 
Yancey, Hervey 


Vero Beach 
Merriman, L. M. 


West Palm Beach 
Earnest, Robert L. 
Lewis, R. K. 


GEORGIA 


Athens 
Nix, Abit 


Atlanta 
Bryan, William Lyle 
Cody, Welborn B. 
Frazer, James N. 
Gambrell, E. Smythe 
Greene, Harry L. 
Long, T. J. 
Marshall, Rembert 
Matthews, Douglas W. 
McClatchey, Devereaux F. 
Middlebrooks, Grover 
Neely, Edgar A. 
Powell, Arthur G. 
Rankin, James King 
Slaton, John M. 


A 


ugusta 
Fulcher, Edwin Dent 
*Heffernan, Henry J. 
Hull, James M. 


Columbus 
Foley, Frank D. 
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Macon 
Anderson, R. Lanier, Jr. 
Jones, C. Baxter 
Popper, Joseph W. 


Rome 
Owens, Dean 
Wright, Barry 


Valdosta 
Odum, John B. 


Waycross 
Barnes, Mack 


HAWAI 


Honolulu 
Beebe, Eugene H. 


IDAHO 


Eberle, J. Louis 
Moffatt, Willis C. 
Smith, E. B. 


Twin Falls 
Parry, R. P. 


ILLINOIS 


Aurora 
Sears, Barnabas 


Bloomington 
Barry, Edward, Jr. 
Coleman, Fletcher B. 
Rust, Adlai H. 


Cunningham, Fred D. 
Dammann, J. Francis 
Dent, Louis Lee 
Doten, Roger D. 
Ekern, Herman L. 
Fiedler, George 
French, Glendon E. 
Gorton, Victor C. 
Hamilton, John S., Jr. 


Hampton, John P. 
Hanson, Fred B. 
Hawkins, Kenneth B. 
Henry, John A. 
Hinshaw, Joseph 
Kadyk, David J. 
Keller, Paul E. 
Kennedy, Hayes 
King, John C. 
Kitch, John R. 
Klohr, Philip C. 
Levin, Samuel 
Lloyd, L. Duncan 
Locke, L. J. 

Lord, John S. 

Luce, Robert T. 
Matthias, Russell H. 
McKenna, James J. 
McNamara, William F. 
Merley, K. L. 
Merrick, Hubert C. 
Moore, Robert M. 
Moser, Henry S. 
Mulvihill, Alfred F. 
Naujoks, Herbert H. 
Neal, Robert R. 
O’Brien, Matthew J. 
Price, Paul E. 
Roche, Donald M. 
Roemer, Erwin W. 
Rowe, Royce G. 
Rutherford, W. Harold 
Short, Charles F., Jr. 
Smith, Chase M. 
Smith, William P. 
Thompson, Floyd E. 
Tressler, David L. 
Vogel, Leslie H. 
Weichelt, George M. 


East St. Louis 
Baker, Harold G. 
Driemeyer, Henry 
Lesemann, Ralph F. 


Evanston 
Sears, Burton P. 


Freeport 
Burrell, David M. 


Mattoon 
Kelly, Fred H. 


Peoria 
Barnes, George Z. 
Heyl, Clarence W. 
Hunter, Jay T. 


McLaughlin, Eugene D. 


Royster, John H. 


Rockford 
Knight, William D. 


Rock Island 
Sinnett, Thomas P. 
Walker, Wm. M. 
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Springfield 
Gillespie, Louis F. 
Hodges, Earl S. 
Schlipf, Albert C. 
Young, Frank W. 


Taylorville 
Bliss, Charles E. 
Hershey, Harry B. 


Waukegan 
Snyder, Gerald C. 


INDIANA 


Columbia City 
Gates, Benton Earl 


Evansville 
Bamberger, Frederick P. 
Walker, Henry B. 
Walker, Henry B., Jr. 


Fort Wayne 
Aiken, Arthur L. 
Baird, R. F. 
Reed, Clyde 


Hammond 
Bomberger, Charles G. 
Tinkham, Richard P. 


Indianapolis 
Adams, Robert A. 
Boyd, Emerson 
Cooper, Harry P., Jr. 
Locke, Theodore L. 
Merrell, C. F. 
Miller, John M. 
Raub, Edward B., Jr. 
Reynolds, Hugh E. 
Rocap, James E. 
White, Jacob S. 
Wright, Burrell 


Marion 
Campbell, John O. 


uncie 
Clark, Ray W. 


Rockville 
McFaddin, John M. 


Rushville 
Kiplinger, John H. 


South Bend 
Doran, M. Edward 
Farabaugh, Gallitzen A. 


Terre Haute 
Dix, Floyd E. 


Vincennes 
Emison, Ewing 


IOWA 


Burlington 
Riepe, Carl C. 
Cedar Rapids 
Dutton, W. L. 
Randall, John D. 
Sargent, A. H. 
Shuttleworth, V. C. 


Des Moines 
Ahlers, Paul F. 
Colflesh, R. W. 
Fillmore, F. S. 
Fowler, Rex H. 
Guthrie, Thomas J. 
Hynes, John F. 
Miller, Alex M. 
Miller, Oliver H. 
Musgrave, Edgar 
Putnam, Clyde C., Jr. 
Whitfield, Allen 


Dubuque 
Kenline, H. C. 


Mason City 
Breese, Garfield E. 


Ottumwa 
McNett, Walter 


Sheldon 
Murray, George C. 


Shenandoah 
Keenan, Thomas W. 


Sioux City 
Harper, H. C. 
Shull, Deloss P. 


Waterloo 
Beers, Glenn B. 
Reed, H. M. 
Swisher, B. F. 


KANSAS 


Concordia 
Hunt, Charles L. 


Fort Scott 
Hudson, Douglas 


Hutchinson 
Carey, William D. P. 


Kansas City 
Boddington, Edward M. 
Gates, Lewis R. 
Stanley, Arthur J., Jr. 
Van Cleave, Thomas M. 


Paola 
Sheridan, Bernard L. 
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4 
Burnett, C. A. 
Keller, A. B. 
Nulton, P. E. 
Wilbert, Paul L. 


T 
Baker, G. Clay 
Brewster, George M. 
Colmery, Harry W. 
Goodell, Lester M. 
Meyers, Allen 
Oman, Ralph 
Snattinger, Irwin 
Webb, Robert L. 


Wichita 
Kahrs, William A. 
Patterson, J. B. 
Stanley, W. E. 
Weigand, Lawrence 
Winsor, Carl I. 


KENTUCKY 


Ashland 
Dysard, W. H. 
Levi, Clyde R. 


Bowling Green 
Bell, Charles R. 


Elizabethtown 
Layman, J. R. 


Frankfort 
Morris, Leslie W. 


Glasgow 
Redford, Carroll M. 
Richardson, John E. 


Hartford 
Catinna, Walter L. 


Thompson, Grover C. 


Louisville 
Boehl, Herbert F. 
Curtis, L. R. 
Dawson, Charles I. 
Hobson, Robert P. 
Morris, Charles W. 
Viser, Mortimer 
Woodward, Ernest 
Woodward, Fielden 


Owensboro 
Anderson, E. B. 
Bartlett, Clarence 
McCarroll, Clarence 


Paducah 
Waller, T. S. 
Hobson, J. P., Jr. 


Winchester 
Davis, Stephen T. 


LOUISIANA 


Alexandria 
Ginsberg, George 
Gist, Howard B. 
Pitts, J. L. 


Bastrop 
Madison, George T. 


Baton Rouge 
Brooks, L. W. 
Hardin, Calvin Evans, Jr. 
Ware, Owen Waller 


Lake Charles 
Anderson, Richard A. 
King, Alvin O. 
Plauche, S. W. 


Monroe 
Brown, Clyde R. 
Davis, Ronald L. 
Gunby, George 
Lamkin, E. T. 


New Orleans 
Adams, St. Clair, Jr. 
Beard, Leslie P. 
Bienvenu, P. A. 
Blue, George R. 
Burke, Gibbons 
Christovich, Alvin R. 
Curtis, Henry B. 
Fenner, Charles Payne, Jr. 
Flanders, Bert, Jr. 
Foster, John C. 
Hammett, H. L. 
Johnson, F. Carter, Jr. 
Jones, Joseph Merrick 
Kammer, Alfred Charles 
Kearney, William J., Jr. 
Levy, Leonard B. 
Marks, Sumter D. 
McCall, Harry 
McClendon, William H., Jr. 
Montgomery, Richard B., Jr 
Moreno, Arthur A. 
Normann, Frank S. 
Porteous, Wm. A., Jr. 
Sessions, Cicero 
Stiles, Harry Farrar, Jr. 
Toler, John L. 
Waechter, Arthur J., Jr. 
Yancey, Benjamin W. 


Shreveport 
Browne, Percy N. 
Mayer, Charles L. 





MAINE 


or 
Mitchell, James E. 


Berman, Jacob H. 
Mahoney, William B. 
Richardson, Forrest E. 
Whitehouse, Brooks 
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owhegan 
- Merrill, William Folsom 


Waterville 
Weeks, Thomas N. 


MARYLAND 


Baltimore 


Albert, Milton A. 
Carman, Robert R. 
Cathcart, E. Kemp 
Combs, Hugh D. 
Denmead, Garner W. 
Harrison, Walter V. 
Hartman, Charles C. 
Higinbothom, Paul M. 
Kerr, Nelson R. 
Lilly, A. J 

Littleton, Oliver W. 
McFall, John M. 
Murray, Clapham, Jr. 
Nickerson, Palmer R. 
Pausch, Fred E. 
Rollins, H. Beale 
Schisler, J. Harry 
Skeen, J. H. 

Smith, Clater W. 
Thomsen, Roszel C. 
Tschudi, Harold 
Weech, C. Sewell 


Bel Air 


McComas, Chas. H. 


MASSACHUSETTS 


Boston 


Bickford, Arthur F. 
Bolster, Charles Stephen 
Clennon, Eugene M. 
Cook, Robert A. B. 
Elliott, Robert Raymond 
Field, Elias 

Gleason, Gay 

Hemry, Leslie P. 
Kearsley, Herbert J. 
Marryott, Franklin J. 
McLaughlin, D. Hayes 
Moeller, Frederick A. 
Powers, Leland 

St. Clair, Ashley 

Way, Alexander B., Jr. 
Willard, Ralph H. 
Yont, Laurence Dickson 


Brockton 


Carlson, Alphon N. 


Springfield 
Gordon, Gurdon W. 
Handy, John F. 
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Worcester 
Grahame, Orville F. 
Howard, Frank 
Proctor, Charles W. 
Ryan, Frank P. 


MICHIGAN 


Ann Arbor 
Burke, Louis E. 


Bay City 
Brooker, James K. 


Benton Harbor 
Hammond, J. Tedford 
Robinson, Thomas N. 


Detroit 
Alexander, E. Dean 
BeGole, Ari M. 
Brown, Howard D. 
Buchanan, G. Cameron 
Buchanan, William D. 
Carey, L. J. 
Cary, George H. 
Cooper, George J. 
Coulter, Clark C. 
Crawford, Milo H. 
Davidson, Carl F. 
Dodd, Lester P. 
Eggenberger, William J. 
Jamieson, Robert G. 
Johnson, Harold A. 
Lacey, Ralph B. 
Lacey, Robert B. 
Laymon, Paul E. 
Mansfield, Walter A. 
Scroggie, Lee J. 
Temple, John Jay 
Toohy, Clifford M 
VanAlsburg, Donald J. 
Wardle, Frederick C. 
Wickham, William A. 


Escanaba 
McGinn, Denis 


Grand Rapids 
Allaben, F. Roland 
Cholette, Paul E. 
Varnum, Laurent Kimball 


Kalamazoo 
Dalm, Jacob A. 
Jackson, H. Clair 


nsing 
Hart, Raymond Boyd 
Jennings, Clayton F. 
Masters, Richard C. 
Searl, William C. 


Marquette 
Eldredge, Ralph R. 


Muskegon 
Rogoski, Alexis J. 
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w 
Crane, William E. 
Heilman, Ferdinand D. 


MINNESOTA 


Albert Lea 
Knudson, Bennett O. 


Duluth 
Hunt, Rollo F. 
Montague, J. E. 
Palmer, Ray G. 
Reavill, R. B. 


Mankato 
McLean, Edward D. 


Minneapolis 
Brenner, Hugh L. 
Carroll, Harold J. 
Craig, Willard L. 
Durham, F. H. 
Freeman, Wm. H. 
Geer, Arthur B. 
Guesmer, Arnold L. 
Mahoney, Geoffrey P. 
Meagher, I. E. 
*Miley, Mortimer B. 
McGough, Paul J. 
Noonan, Charles F. 
Rich, Ernest A. 
Robb, M. S. 
Scallen, Raymond A. 
Swanson, Alvin W. 
Warner, C. E. 


Owatonna 
Hamilton, J. B., Jr. 


Rochester 
O’Brien, F. J. 
Schacht, Wm. C. 
St. Cloud 
Quinlivan, Ray J. 
St. Paul 
Benson, Palmer 
Cummins, Ray E. 
Groetzinger, Walker 
Kelley, James E. 
Nelson, Arthur E. 
O’Hearn, John V. 
Priest, Myrl F. 
Sexton, John J. 


MISSISSIPPI 


Aberdeen 
Holmes, George Maynard 


Clarksdale 
Brewer, Edward C. 
Shands, Dugas 


Greenwood 
Odom, H. Talbot 


Gulfport 
White, W. H. 


Hattiesburg 
Heidelberg, R. W. 
Roberts, M. M. 


Hazelhurst 
Henley, William S. 


Jackson 
Burns, Robert 
Dunn, Vardaman §S. 
Eager, Pat H., Jr. 
Hendrick, Leon F. 
Hulen, Mrs. Elizabeth W. 
Jones, L. Barrett 
Lipscomb, Hubert S. 
Snow, C. B. 
Stevens, J. Morgan 
Thomas, Earl Tilman 
Travis, Cecil F. 
Watkins, Thomas H. 
Watkins, William H. 
Wells, W. Calvin, III 


Laurel 
Welch, W. S. 

Meridian 
Covington, J. A., Jr. 
Gillespie, Robert G. 
Snow, Edward L. 
Wilbourn, James Cox 
Wilbourn, R. E. 
Witherspoon, Gibson B. 


Oxford 
Smallwood, Robert L. 


pelo 
Anderson, John R. 


Vicksburg 
Dent, Robert L. 


West Point 
Tubb, Thomas Jefferson 


MISSOURI 


Cape Girardeau 
Oliver, Allen 


Hannibal 
Carstarphen, Harry 


Jefferson City 
Blair, James T., Jr. 


Joplin 
Bond, Ray 
Scott, John W. 


Seiler, Robert E. 
Van Fleet, Herbert 


Kansas City 
Ahlvin, Robert E. 
Bellemere, Fred 
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Buck, Henry W. 
Curran, Ray W. 
Eager, Henry I. 
Garrity, Stanley 
Gordon, George L. 
Hoffstot, W. H., Jr. 
Johnson, Lowell R. 
Kelley, Thomas D. 
Knowles, William F. 
Koontz, Paul G. 
Lantz, Marshall P. 
Michaels, William C. 
Morse, Rupert G. 
Parker, Leo B. 
Reeder, P. E. 
Rhodes, Frederick Atlas 
Robertson, J. B. 
Shughart, Henry M. 
Smithson, Spurgeon L. 
Sprinkle, Paul C. 
Stewart, Joseph R. 
Stubbs, Tom J. 
Sweet, William P. 
Trippe, Alvin C. 
Tucker, R. C. 
Warner, C. F. 
Winger, Maurice H. 


Mexico 
Fry, W. Wallace 


Nevada 
Ewing, Boyd 
Ewing, Lynn M. 


Poplar Bluff 
Hyde, Robert C. 


St. Joseph 
Brown, Robert A., Jr. 
Douglas, Richard L. 


Garvey, Joseph M. 
. Louis 


Anderson, Roscoe 
Barnard, Herbert E. 
Ely, Wayne 

Gantner, George 
Hecker, Harold F. 
Heneghan, George E. 
Hocker, Lon, Jr. 
Leahy, John S. 
Leahy, John S., Jr. 
Lucas, Wilder 
Marsalek, George Woodruff 
Mayne, Walter R. 
McHaney, Powell B. 
Moser, W. Edwin 
Nangle, John J. 
Reagan, Franklin E. 
Schwartz, Wilbur C. 
Willson, George C. 


Springfield 
Freeman, Flavius B. 
Mann, Frank C. 
Miller, J. Weston 
Stone, Aytchmonde P., Jr. 
Woolsey, Clarence O. 


MONTANA 


Billings 

Jameson, W. J. 
Butte 

Corette, Robert D. 


Glendive 
Hildebrand, Raymond 


Great Falls 
Hoffman, H. B. 
Missoula 
Boone, W. T. 


' NEBRASKA 


Benkelman 
Hines, Leon L. 


Chadron 
Crites, E. D. 


Falls City 
Chaney, Paul P. 


Hastings 
Conway, Jas. D. 
Stiner, L. R. 
Lincoln 
Aitken, Philip M. 
Baylor, F. B. 
Cline, Earl 
Doyle, Lewis R. 
Fraizer, C. C. 
Healey, George 
Stewart, Don W. 
Stewart, John W. 


Norfolk 
Deutsch, Frederick M. 


North Platte 
Clarke, Rush C. 
Murphy, Milton C. 


Omaha 
Barton, John L. 
Cleary, G. J. 
Crossman, Raymond M. 
DeLacy, G. L. 
Farber, John A. 
Fraser, William C. 
Gross, Daniel J. 
Kuhns, Barton H. 
May, Albert E. 
Neely, Robert D. 
Rosewater, Stanley M. 
Skutt, V. J. 
Young, Raymond G. 


York 
Dougherty, John E. 
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NEVADA 


Reno 
Furrh, John D., Jr. 
McLaughlin, John T. 
Pike, Miles N. 
Sanford, William C. 
Wells, Robert W. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Dover 
Burns, Stanley M. 


Manchester 
Devine, Maurice F. 
Wyman, Louis Eliot 


NEW JERSEY 


Atlantic City 
Bolte, G. Arthur 
Cole, Maurice Y. 
Horn, Herbert 


Burlington 
Bunting, Charles T. 


Camden 
Carroll, Walter R. 
Orlando, Samuel P. 
Starr, Lewis Abbott 


Markley, Edward A. 
Smith, Forrest S. 
Townsend, Mark, Jr. 


Mt. Holly 
Parker, Harold T. 


Newark 
Coult, Joseph 
Cox, William H. D. 
Foley, Gerald T. 
Kristeller, Lionel P. 
Smith, Sylvester C., Jr. 
Stickel, Fred G., Jr. 
Van Orman, Francis 
Walburg, Harrv E. 
Zucker, Saul J. 


Paterson 
Evans, William W. 


Toms River 
Lederer, Robert A. 


NEW MEXICO 


uerque 
Rodey, Pearce Coddington 


Frazier, Lake Jenkins 


Santa Fe 
Gilbert, Carl H. 


NEW YORK 


bany 
Conners, John J., Jr. 
Gallagher, Donald 
Pirnie, Nelson R. 
Sullivan, Bruce R. 
Sullivan, Charles B. 


Amsterdam 
Salmon, Carl S. 


Bay Shore 
Hargrave, Herbert W. ]. 


Binghamton 
Kramer, Donald W. 


Brooklyn 
O’Brien, Joseph F. 


Buffalo 
Adams, Harold J. 
Baier, Milton L. 
Barth, Philip C. 
Brown, Edmund S. 
Brown, Franklin R. 
Hassett, Wm. D. 
Moule, Reid S. 
Schultz, Peter A. 
Symons, Noel S. 
Thomas, Ulysses S. 
Turner, Mark N. 

Dunkirk 
Woodin, Glenn W. 


Harpending, A. H. 


Ryan, James M. 


Jamestown 
Fletcher, William H., Jr. 
Wright, Clive L. 


New Rochelle 
Jacobson, Howard H. 


New York City 
Beha, James J. 
Blanchet, George Arthur 
Brown, George H. 
Butler, A. Prentiss 
Butler, Charles P. 
Canty, Frank J. 
Caverly, Raymond N. 
Cox, L. C. 
Curran, Robert Emmett 
Delaney, William F., Jr. 
Dimond, Herbert F. 
Dodson, Torrey DeWitt 
Donovan, James B. 
Evans, Walter G. 
Fields, Ernest W. 
Finnegan, Thomas J. 
Fluty, Holly W. 
Fredericks, Alanson Roswell 
Freeman, Mahlon A. 
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Haberman, Phillip W., Jr. 
Hannah, Richards Wesley 
Healy, T. J. 

Hyman, William A. 
Kissam, Leo T. 
Kottgen, Hector 
Lowther, W. E. 

Malley, John J 

Martin, William Francis 
Maurice, Stewart 
Mendes, William B. 
Moses, Henry C. 
Muller, Arthur C., Jr. 
Murphy, Ray 
McCormick, Robert M. 
McElraevy, John, Jr. 
McGuirk, James J. Jr. 
McKernett, Fred A. 
McLoughlin, James J. 
Nichols, Henry W. 
Niehaus, John M. 
O'Malley, Thomas J. 
Orr, George Wells 
Rees, Fred H. 

Rudolph, Harold W. 
Schobinger, William 
Scully, Raymond J. 
Shereff, Jay 

Topping. Price H. 
Ughetta, Casper B. 
Van Orman, Wayne 
Wagner, Richard C. 
Watters, Thomas, Jr. 
Werner, Victor Davis 
Wesley, George B. 
White, Thomas E. 


Niagara Falls 
Runals, Clarence R. 


Norwich 
Lee, David F. 


Oneida 
Kiley, William D. 
Rochester 
Block, Wilton A. 
Burns, George 
Green, Charles W. 
Webster, Luther Ira 
Zurett, Melvin H. 


Rome 
O'Hara, James M. 


Schenectady 
Salmon, Del B. 


Syracuse 
Bond, George H. 
Bond, George H., Jr. 
Brown, Oscar J. 
Farnham, John H. 
Fitzpatrick, William F. 
Higgins, Grove Lawrence 
Hughes, John H. 
Mangin, William B. 
Mawhinney, Donald M. 


Murphy, Joseph B. 
Murphy, Joseph Hawley 
O'Connor, James H. 
Ryan, Lewis C. 
Stratton, Hubert C. 
Sullivan, George S. 


Utica 
Bisselle, Morgan F. 
Burns, Edward J., Jr. 
Craugh, Joseph P. 
Hubbard, Moses G.., Jr. 
Kernan, Warnick J. 
O'Hara, James M. 
Ryan, Frank J. 
Tucker, Warren C. 


White Plains 
Dempsey, James 
King, Oliver K. 


NORTH CAROLINA 


Asheville 
Bernard, Silas G. 
Hartshorn, Edwin §S. 
Horner, J. M., Jr. 
Jordan, John Y., Jr. 
Uzzell, T. A., Jr. 
Williams, Robert Ransom 


Burlington 
Cooper, Thomas D. 


Charlotte 
Campbell, Hugh B, 
Gover, Charles H. 
Kennedy, Frank H. 


Durham 
Sykes, Robert H. 


Elizabeth City 
LeRoy, J. Henry 


Fayetteville 
Anderson, Henry London 


Greensboro 
Jordan, Welch 
Moore, Beverly C. 
McLendon, L. P. 
Sapp, Armistead W. 
Smith, Julius C. 


Greenville 
James, J. B. 


Henderson 
Kittrell, R. G. 
Perry, Bennett H. 


High Point 
Haworth, Horace §. 


Kinston 
Whitaker, R. A. 
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Lumberton 
Johnson, E. M. 
McLean, Dickson 


Madison 
Brown, Junius C. 


New Bern 
Ward, D. L. 


Anderson, John H., Jr. 
Dupree, Franklin T., Jr. 
Fletcher, A. J. 

Ruark, Robert 

Smith, Willis 


R 
Brown, Junius C. 


Rockingham 
Bynum, Fred W. 


Rocky Mount 
Winslow, Francis E. 


Rutherfordton 
Hamrick, Fred D. 


Wilmington 
Campbell, William B. 
James, Murray G. 
Wright, Isaac C. 
Winston-Salem 
Hutchins, Fred S. 
Ingle, John J. 


NORTH DAKOTA 


Bismarck 
Cox, Gordon V. 
Young, Clyde L. 
Devils Lake 
Traynor, Mack V. 
Fargo 
Nilles, Herbert G. 
Wattam, C. C. 


Grand Forks 
Bangs, Philip R. 


Jamestown 
Dames, Robert D. 


Sullivan, John F. 


OHIO 


Akron 
Buckingham, Lisle M. 
Guinther, Robert 
Kelly, William A. 
Olds, James 
Walker, Howard C. 
Waltz, Harold Addison 
Wise, Chester G. 


Ashland 
Gongwer, G. P. 
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Ashtabula 


Shaylor, Clyde L. 
Warren, Theodore E. 


Bellaire 
Matz, Edmund L. 


Canton 


Cope, Kenneth B. 
Ketterer, John G. 


Raley, Donald W. 
Wright, Clyde H. 


Cincinnati 


Hightower, H. G. 
Marble, Harry E. 
Schneider, Philip J. 
Shaffer, Herbert 
Shohl, Walter M. 


Cleveland 


Butler, James A. 

Cull, Frank X. 

Davenport, Leroy Benjamin 
Diehm, Ellis Raymond 
Horn, Clinton M. 


McNeal, Harley J. 
Reed, Peter 
Reynolds, Sheldon S. 
Roberts, H. Melvin 
Roberts, Melvin M. 
Sellers, Charles W. 
Thomas, Adelbert W. 
Ulrich, Leslie R. 
VanDuzer, Ashley M. 
Weh, Robert M. 
Weston, S. Burns 


Columbus 


Bennett, Hugh M. 
Dempsey, Peter E. 
Doucher, Thomas A. 
Fais, Gervais W. 
Ford, Byron Edward 
Foster, John E. 
Frater, George E. 
Harter, Joseph Morton 
Hensel, Eugene L. 
Huggard, Richard 
Knepper, William E. 
Lane, Coliis Gundy 
Leftwich, Charles W. 
McNamara, J. Paul 
Miller, Dale F. 
Parcher, Frederic C. 
Reeder, Herman W. 
Roberts, Kline L. 
Sebastian, Arthur M. 
Thornbury, P. L. 
White, Andrew J., Jr. 
Wilcox, Marshall E. 
Wiles, Arthur W. 
Winkler, John H. 
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Coshocton 
Burns, Lawrence, Jr. 
Pomerene, Warner M. 


Dayton 
rAtick, Hugh H. 


Curtner, Clifford R. 
Ebeling, Philip C. 
Matthews, Wm. M. 
Pickrel, Wm. G. 
Smith, P. Eugene 
Young, Robert F. 


Elyria 
"the, Robert H. 


Gallipolis 


Cherrington, Henry W. 


Greenville 
Marchal, Vernon L. 


Hamilton 
Andrews, John D. 


Lancaster 
Martin, Geo. D. 


fs) 

-* Charles Gordon 
Curtis, Charles E. 
McVay, Don 

Moul, Charles E. 


Lima 
Cable, C. M. 


Mansfield 

Galbraith, James W. 

Gongwer, J. H. 
Marietta 

Noll, Robert M. 
Marysville 

Hoopes, C. A. 
Medina 

Weber, John A. 


Williams, Harold L. 


Middletown 
Wilmer, G. W. A. 


New Philadelphia 
Fisher, Cletus A. 


Portsmouth 
Fitch, Chester P. 


Ravenna 
Caris, A. L. 
Filiatrault, V. W. 


Sandusky 
Flynn, James F. 


Shelby 


Anderson, James Alonzo 


INSURANCE COUNSEL JOURNAL 


Steubenville 
Allebaugh, Carl F. 
Francis, Marshall H. 
Irvine, John E. 


Toledo 
Boxell, Earl F. 
Cobourn, Frank M. 
Cole, Charles J. 
Finn, William A. 
Fuller, Fred E. 
Notnagel, Leland H. 
Smith, Roger H. 
Stecher, Joseph D. 
Stichter, Wayne E. 
Warner, Milo J. 


Troy 
Shipman, F. L. 


Van Wert 
Landis, M. L. 


Warren 
Kightlinger, Paul E. 


Xenia 
Finney, J. A. 


Youngstown 
Emery, Norman A. 
George, Hermon N. 
Haynes, David C. 
Nicholson, Robert J. 
Pfau, William E. 
Stephens, Oscar A. 


OKLAHOMA 


Alva 
Spellman, Fred B. H. 


McAlester 
Arnote, Walter J. 


Oklahoma City 
Bowman, Byrne A. 
Brown, Mart 
Bulla, Merton N. 
Butler, John F. 
Cheek, Alex 
Cheek, James C. 
Crowe, V. P. 
Dudley, J. B. 
Duvall, Duke 
Fellers, James D. 
Howell, Edward 
Johnson, Russell V. 
May, Ralph J. 
Mock, Fred M. 
Monnet, Claude 
Pierce, Clayton B. 
Pierson, Welcome D. 
Ross, James H. 
Savage, Leonard H. 
Tolbert, Raymond A. 


Okmulgee 
Cochran, A. D. 
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Shawnee 
Abernathy, Kenneth 


Tulsa 
Davis, Parke 
Klein, Gerald B. 
Rhodes, Chris L. 
Smith, H. L. 


Wewoka 
Epton, Hicks 


OREGON 


Portland 
Mautz, Robert T. 
Wood, Borden 


PANAMA CANAL ZONE 


Ancon 
Ramirez, Charles E. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Allentown 
Haas, Robert E. 
Snyder, Henry L. 


Bradford 
Nash, Francis M. 


Butler 
Brandon, J. Campbell 
Brandon, W. D. 
Henninger, Zeno F. 


Chambersburg 
Strite, Edwin D. 


Chester 
MacC€arter, William J., Jr. 


Doylestown 

Achey, Webster S. 
Easton 

Fox, Edward J., Jr. 


e 
Brooks, John B. 


Greensburg 
Best, R. E. 

Harrisburg 
Bailey, William S. 
Feinour, John G. 
Storey, Douglas D. 
Wickersham, F. Brewster 


Johnstown 
Spence, George M. 


Lancaster 
Windolph, F. Lyman 


Norristown 
McTighe, Desmond J. 


Philadelphia 
Beechwood, George Eugene 
Buntin, W. E. 
Burke, Patrick F. 
Campbell, Wm. T. 
Conwell, Joseph S. 
Cushman, Edward H. 
Daniel, Todd 
Detweiler, George H. 
Foley, Michael A. 
Henderson, Joseph W. 
Klaw, Abel 
Koch, Roscoe R. 
Korsan, Peter J. 
LaBrum, J. Harry 
Martin, John B. 
Mason, William Clarke 
Maxwell, David F. 
Mount, Thomas F. 
Mungall, Daniel 
Peace, William H. 
Pearce, Theodore S. 
Redeker, Harry S. 
Swartz, C. Donald 
White, Thomas Raeburn, Jr. 
Williams, Ira Jewell 


Pittsburgh 
Chilcote, Sanford Marshall 
Dalzell, R. D. 
Dickie, J. Roy 
Jennings, Dale C. 
Jones, Thomas Lewis 
McCamey, Harold E. 
McConnell, D. H. 
Miller, John L. 
Newman, Daniel S. 
Pringle, Samuel W. 


Rea 


ding 
Body, Ralph C. 
Stoudt, James W. 


Scranton 
Harris, Walter W. 


Sharon 
Cusick, Martin E. 


Sunbury 
Klein, Richard Henry 
Knight, Harry S. 


Uniontown 
Higbee, W. Brown 


Washington 
Marriner, Rufus S. 
McAlister, David I. 
Wiley, John F. 


West Chester 
MacElree, J. Paul 


RHODE ISLAND 


Newport 
Haire, J. Russell 
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ovidence 
- Boss, Henry M., Jr. 
Hebert, Felix 
Kelly, Ambrose B. 
Reynolds, Francis V. 
Semple, Harold R. 
Sherwood, Herbert M. 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


Charleston 
Buist, George L. 
Moore, Benjamin Allston 
Rivers, George L. Buist 


Columbia 
Cain, Pinckney L. 
Nelson, P. H. 
Whaley, Thomas B. 


Greenville 
Johnston, John E. 


Spartanburg 
Carlisle, Robert M. 
Daniel, C. Erskine 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


Mitchell 
Robbie, Joseph H., Jr. 


Pierre 
Goldsmith, Karl 


Rapid City 
Leedom, Boyd 
Whiting, Charles H. 


Sioux Falls 
Warren, F. G. 
Woods, M. T. 


Watertown 
Stover, Walter 


TENNESSEE 


Bristol 
Stant, Donald T. 


Chattanooga 
Duggan, Ben O., 
Folts, Aubrey F. 
Miller, Vaughn 
Moore, Alvin O. 
Noone, Charles A. 


Clarksdale 
McReynolds, Robert L. 


Fayetteville 
Holman, B. E. 


Knoxville 
Bass, Leslie 
Cox, Taylor H. 
McCampbell, H. H., Jr. 
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McConnell, Robert M. 
Poore, H. T. 
Webb, D. C. 


Memphis 
Apperson, John W. 
Armstrong, W. P. 
Armstrong, Walter P., Jr. 
Braden, Emmett W. 
Fitzhugh, Millsaps 
Heiskell, A. Longstreet 
Kuhn, Edward W. 
McDonald, W. Percy 
Nelson, Robert M. 
Taylor, Lowell 
Terry, William H., Jr. 


Nashville 
Crownover, Arthur, Jr. 
Davis, Lindsey M. 
Henry, Douglas 
Maddin, John Keith 
Manier, Miller 
Manier, Will R., Jr. 
McCary, Joe T. 
McGugin, Dan E. 
Peebles, James M. 
Watkins, Thomas G. 


Paris 
Van Dyke, James W. 


TEXAS 


Amarillo 
Morgan, B. L. 


Austin 
Brown, Jay H. 
Gay, Coleman 


Beaumont 
Bell, Major T. 
Carrington, Edward C. 
Cecil, Lamar 
Keith, Quentin 
Marcus, David C. 
Mehaffy, James W. 
Tucker, John Graham 


Big Spring 
Little, James 


Dallas 
Bateman, Harold A. 
Ford, Logan 
Gardere, George P. 
Gowan, W. C. 
Grissom, Pinkney 
Head, Walton O. 
Holland, Robert B. 
Lancaster, J. L., Jr. 
Lipscomb, William 
Malone, Ralph Waldo 
Miller, Orrin 
Rice, J. Percival 
Strasburger, Henry W 
Thompson, Will C. 
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Thurman, Hal C. VIRGINIA 
Touchstone, Lucian 
Touchstone, O. O. Arlington 
Wassell, Thomas W. Hagan, J. Foster 
Bristol 
El Paso Stant, Donald T. 
Brown, Volney M. 
Hardie, Thornton Charlottesville 


Morton, R. A. D. Duke, W. E. 


Norfolk 
Fort Worth Black, Barron F. 
Cantey, Emory A. Hoffman, Walter E. 
Crowley, S. A. Pender, Wm. C. 
Gooch, J. A. (Tiny) White, Harvey E. 
Parker, G. W., Jr. Williams, Leigh D. 


Galveston Richmond 
Levy, Adrian F. Beverley, William Welby 
Mills, Ballinger Bowles, Aubrey R., Jr. 
Drewry, W. Shepherd 
Houston Gay, Thomas Benjamin 
Arnold, W. N., Jr. Goddin, John C. 
Brown, William Russell May, John G., Jr. 
Cole, Robert L., Jr. Mays, David J. 
Freeman, John H. Parker, Alexander W. 
Gresham, Newton Wicker, John J., Jr. 
Kemper, W. L. 
Knapp, Frank J. Roanoke 
Moody, L. Denman Muse, Leonard G. 
Morris, Larry W. Shackelford, Geo. S., Jr. 
Phillips, Thos. M. 


Schmidt, Geo L. 
et tno” WASHINGTON 
Wood, A. C. 

Seattle 


Midland , Brethorst, Stephen W. 
Kerr, William L. . Cook, Jo D. 
Smith, James T. Gates, Cassius E. 
Turpin, Robert M. Kahin, George 
Karr, Payne 
San Antonio Long, Stanley B. 
Birkhead, Claude V. McKelvey, W. R. 
Groce, Josh H. Morrow, Thomas L. 
Lang, Sylvan Rode, Alfred 
Wakefield, Claude E. 


ler 
Ramey, T. B., Jr. Spokane 
Sheehy, Joe W. Lowe, R. E. 
Nave, Frederic G. 
Waco 


Naman, W. W. WEST VIRGINIA 


Bluefield 
UTAH Kemper, Albert S., Jr. 


Charleston 

Salt Lake City Anderson, Wilson 
Cannon, Edwin B. Guiher, James M. 
Moreton, Arthur E. Jackson, Thomas B. 
Ray, Paul H. Klostermeyer, Howard R. 
Shields, Dan B. Lawson, Robert W., Jr. 
Thurman, Sam D. Morris, Stanley C. 

O'Farrell, William T. 


Guiher, James M. 
Rutland Robinson, Howard L. 
Ryan, Charles F. Stathers, William G. 
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Elkins 
Arnold, D. H. Hill 


Huntington 
Marshall, E. A. 


Martinsburg 
Martin, Clarence E. 


Parkersburg 
Davis, Fred L. 


Hiteshew, H. O. 


Hugus, Wright 


Williamson 
Slaven, Lant R. 


WISCONSIN 


Appleton 
Bradford, Alfred S. 
Parnell, Andrew W. 


Beloit 
Adams, H. W. 


Chippewa Falls 
Stafford, Harold E. 


Fond du Lac 
O'Neill, Edward T. 


Green Bay 
Bie, Walter T. 
Everson, E. L. 


Janesville 
Ryan, Stanley M. 


Kenosha 
Richardson, Chester D. 
La Crosse 
Bunge, J. C. 
Engelhard, L. M. 


Madison 
Hart, Lawrence E. 
Schlotthauer, George McD. 
Snodgrass, Philip N. 
Sutherland, Robert J. 
Toebaas, Oscar T. 


Manitowoc 


Emmert, Dudley O. 


Milwaukee 
Borgelt, E. H. 
Dougherty, Glenn R. 
Grubb, Kenneth P. 
Hayes, Gerald P. 
Jacobson, Stanley V. 
Kasdorf, Clifford C. 
Kivett, Austin W. 
Kluwin, John A. 
Lamfrom, Leon B. 
Mehigan, Irving Patrick 
Swanstrom, Gerald M. 
Wickham, Arthur 


New Richmond 
Doar, W. T. 


Oshkosh 
Dempsey, Ray C. 


Racine 
Heft, Carroll R. 
Myers, S. P. 
Whaley, Vilas H. 
Rice Lake 
Coe, Laurence S. 


Sheboygan 
Salinsky, Ben E. 


Anderson, Rudolph E. 


Waukesha 
Hunter, Richard N. 


Wausau 
Genrich, Fred W., Jr. 
Smith, Charles F. 
Sweitzer, J. Mearl 
Terwilliger, Herbert 
Wisconsin Rapids 
Graves, R. B. 


WYOMING 


Cheyenne 
Swainson, Clarence A. 
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